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*n*TTf3FF -irnr sftr trfwffer iraw 
?rf f^ft, 28 TOT, 2002 
spT.TO. 1179-:—fe:W (TO 5TTOIT, TTferrrf 

*n 'TnT^rfKT/t) Trfefem, 1995 (1996 

sft 1) ^ srrrr 47% 3 ?ttt ^nr 

sTEfrrr w ft*, wro tt^ttt tot ^ <=r?re? 

% tot) ^nrt % tot tf) fror srfe qfe tto 
% totot to tqro ir w) ft* w fegfero % tnrorpT 
% TORTTOTft I 1 

[53. 1 6-27/200 Hfe. TOi I] 

«fr*T?fr tot, ttw afro 

«V o 

MINISTRY OF SOCIAL JUSTICE AND 
EMPOWERMENT 

New Delhi, the 28th March, 2002 

S.O. 1179.—In exercise of the powers conferred 
by proviso to Section 47 of the Persons with Dis¬ 
abilities (Equal Opportunities, Protection of Rights 


and Full Participation) Act, 1995 (1 of 1996) the 
Central Government having regard to the type of 
work carried oni hereby exempt all categories of 
posts of combatant personnel of the Armed Forces 
from the provision of the said section. 

[No. 16-27|2001-NI.I] 
Smt. RAJWANT SANDHU, Jt. Secy. 

fesfV, 28 to#, 2002 

TO.TO: 118 0—few (TOTETTOTTO, Stfwff 

to TOfTOfrerrV) ^rfafero, 1995 (1996 

to 1) Tt tott 33% to^skt tott srfefer 

TO TO>T TOT) |q-, WITT trg^TTT to* 

TOf) % TTTOTr TOfefif % TOft Nfefe % 9?) 4# fet TO% 
^TO#^ Tq^T4TtS3TPT $ T71% f^W tlfarferq % 
TTOTOTO *T TORT TOTft # I 

[tt. 16-3i/2ooo-*FT.?rrf. I] 

TOTOfl TOW Tfar, TOTTO jqfeq 


1072 Gl/ 2002—1 


(3489) 
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New Delhi, the 28th March. 2002 


S O. 1180. —In exercise of the powers conferred 
by proviso to Section 33 of the Persons vnth Dis¬ 
abilities (Equal Opportunities, Protection of Rights 
and Full Participation) Act, 1995 (1 of 1996) the 
Central Government having regard to the type of 
work carried on hereby exempt all categories of 
posts of combatant personnel of the Armed Forces 
from the provisions of the said section. 

[No. 16-31 /2000-NI.I] 
Smt. RAJ WANT SANDHU, Jt. Secy. 


Tf rntnn 

fff fetfr, 2 #r, 2002 
NT.NT. 1181 —RTffTTT, ttnRTNT (RN % 

ntrnYn snfFsnff % fm, snfN") fuNR, 1976 % ftNR 

10 % Rff foNR (4) % RRRTN if, Rf WPT3T % 

EprirftFfi if fjffff tt prrNRTRffr nir tw?t 

nt^t Tt runt so fffffNcr if rPcEr $1 ^ 

% TETffTN RRf PNNTTT NfR^NR ffNcff I :— 


T.».A 23 19:-1 rp AKT ip_Sro,_. 3 ji)] 

ffte'r f TTss- ptn srTTfwr feRr-M' c .7 nrff.-'rpfur 
NEBTNf p-t RTFR net t pirmr rrqpf p t 

[R 1 4/209 2-7?THr/<ET.R. 33 / 21 / 2002 -FUN. 

NTT. 5ft. TsiffNl, Nff" RfNff 
MINISTRY OF FINANCE 
(Department of Revenue) 

ORDER 

New Del'd, the 2' 7 th March. 2002 
STAMPS 

S.O. 1182.—-In ere'ci e t»5 the pr>--. crs corfermcl Py cl.ui'c 
(b) of Sub-section MI of Section 9 of the Trr.lian Stamp 
Act, 1899 (2 of 18991, th: C:rtral Government hereby nemrts 
Allahabad Bird., Csh'uffa to nay consolidated stamp duty of 
rupees fifty seven lakh five then-.and on’v eharceable on 
account of *he stmu -l'”-,- nr I -"H". deso-iFed .■■■ Ur cri.red 
Redeemable Snb-ordin.apd Nrn-Cor.verfib'e Rond-, in the 
nature or prerrissor, n'-Vs rwr-egntinn: to ninety five 

crere or1 v , to be Hv ;N- ^id B n’.. 

[No. 14 2002-STAMPS'E. No. 33 '21 2.P02-ST1 
R. G. CTIHABR 3. Under Sec''. 


1. TTffTT RUqTRR Rf.R.ffN ffPTffrffT I 

O O 

2 . 191 TrrferT r'Y.r.nni 

3. 120 NTTfNNff, Rf.g.NHI 

[r. 12017/l/2002-f?Ffft] 
TIN^N ftr?, fpTNT (TTNRTffT) 
MINISTRY OF HOME AFFAIRS 
New Delhi, the 2nd April, 2002 

S.O. 1181.—In pursuance of Sub rule (4) of Rule 10 of 

the OfBc’al Languages (TJse for Official P>>--pose:. of the 
Unirnl Ruler. 1976, th? Central Government hereby notifies 
the ,f Tewing offices of the Ministry of Home Affairs where 
the percentage of Hindi knowing staff has gone above 80 per 
cent : 

1. Sector Hqr. BSF, Kupwara 

2. 191 Bn. BSF. 

3. 120 Bn. BSF. 

fNo. 12017| 112002-Hindi] 
RAJENDRA SINGH, Director(OL) 

fffrT RN1NN 
(TTNTff fffRTff) 

RT^TT 

fff fffcNt, 27 RTN, 2002 
F5TPT- 

ffTT. 3TT. 1182—.RTRffff TSFR 1899 

( 1899 ffff 2) STITT 9 ffff Nff-STTTT ( l) % NT (iff) 
ffRT TUT NfffffNT NT 5TNTN ffTTcT gP, RTNTT 

tTffffSTTT ffr-u^lnK ffff>, ffTHffTHT ffif RTN RTTIffff <4 Ha 
TFff ffNTT Tffff ffff RRfffNT TRET ffpTT TNT ffNTT TT 
PTffffffr NPTP ffTTrff t, NT Rffff NN ffTTT NPff fuff 

•CJ ~~ 

NFT NET RTN PffTRff TTTff FTP % RPff RyR T NffRRTt 


fff fUNT, 28 RTN. 2002 

NT. NT. 11 83.—TFT: Rffffff Erffff, RTTT BTTTT fNN 
fsr ^f T RffT RTSfftT Uk fffffTTff RfillNfflT, 1974 

{ I 974ffT 52) Pit BTTTT 3 # TffcTTTT (l) % RffEET fff?ET 

% Wfffff RffET TT NTT TT'JRT l % RSftff 

?TTl^T TTTN R. 673/46/2001 ffl-T-pR-VIU, fTTTT 
18-01-2002 ffft RTF) %rr T 3 ffr Rg fffTN f-yT % 
sf) fftmrr 5T?Rff RTff nY -TPTffff FRET fffTTRt 28 8 3' 
ffTcft ffvfY, TNT N’T FT. fffTffT PN, fff feifft, 
qft fffTN ffN fN-TT NET 5 |Yt %-N>T ffnrrffrT, frT|TR 
Nf F nFTT&TT if TNT NTT fflfr TTff NffftN 

it fNMV RsTT ffT RFRor % TrFffTH ffuf) fffff if 
NTN t fNffTfTff Tf fffe: ?T NT NTT I 

2. NR : %EfTT RTffTTT % ffTR ffff fNTffTR 
NT ffTTTH t % ’JfffTcT differ ffTTTT ft TTT | NT 
TNN fff fTTT TNT % FfTT Nff NT^N FpNTfffN fffff 
f%NT NT RNNT I 

3 TFT: NN NET NrcT'uTNR NT NTTT 7 fff NT- 
STTTT ( l) % tffff (N) TFT NNN Nfffff NT NNTff NT^ 
|U ifriNTN RTNTT NffffffHiT ^TTfiN SNfffN NT Nff 
fp'TFT ffrfT ff Iff? Nb r NFTTfff TTNNN it TR TTTffN 
% NTTfilTN % 7 fffN % Rfff T RTNR NTNffN, 

ferff % RRST ^TTpNrf fff I 

[N. R . 6 7 3/4 6/ 2001 -RT-N-PR-VITT] 
rpfprp rfilRT fuff, VA' f RfNN 




[*tmII —j (ii)J 




ORDER 

New Delhi, the 28th March, 2002 

S.O. 1183.—Whereas the Joint Secretary 
to the Government of India, specially em¬ 
powered under Sub-section (1) of Section 3 
of the Conservation of Foreign Exchange and 
Prevention of Smuggling Activities Act 1974 
(52 of 1974), issued order F. No. 673146| 
2001-Cus. VIII, dated 18-01-2002 under the 
said Sub-section directing that Shri Imran 
Ahmed S|o Shri Ashfaad Ahmed, R|o 2883, 
Gali Kaptan Wali, Kucha Chelan, Darya Ganj, 
New Delhi-110002 be detained and kept in 
custody in the Central Jail, Tihar, New Delhi 
with a view to preventing him from acting in 
any manner prejudicial to the Conservation of 
foreign exchange in future. 

2. Whereas the Central Government has 
reasons to believe that the aforesaid person has 
absconded or is concealing himself so that the 
order cannot he executed. 

3. Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers 
conferred by Clause (b) of Sub-section (1) of 
Section 7 of the said Act, the Centr'd Govern¬ 
ment hereby directs the aforesaid person to 
appear before the Commissioner of Police, 
Delhi within 7 davs of the publication of 
this order in the Official Gazette. 

[F. No. 673 [ 4 6 [2001 -Cos-VIII] 
S. K. SINGH, Under Secy. 

Sfltg 

xi fetit, 28 grti, 2002 

3P. 3p. its 4.--gm tifgr xrfgg, mxa gxgrx ftpf 
ftiftfr g 3 T tixsTg afkxwh fxmxg e,f<JT4xg, 1974 
( 1 974 gT 52) aft UTTT 3 tit XX ZTKT ( 1 ) ti STgUTU 
fttiru gq- % sifter xxtx tir gf 4 mm xgsnxT % sprsfFr 
4. 673 / 47/2001 tit. q. gq. VIII, fork 
18 - 01-2002 tit «rrrt ftigr titx g? ffor for fti 
tit wTfo gw tit fontit *r. x. 2373 gwr 
tikTtiftr, gtinrn 4x, fretit tit ftixs w burr tifc 

tifog qnXFTTT, frTgTf, gf fotif 4 gfgXSTr 4 PUT 

mg mfti ffofr gar ti tixsrg ft gfxgx ftitit 
titfcr 4 gag gx4 4 ftigrfxg xx4 tir gfe 4 for 

gr p% i 


2 . gg : tifog ggrrrx ti qrg g£ fogrg xr<4 
grr 5 ptpt | ft; gtifo fotir gxrx nrr | gr 

aTT rr T*vTF wTT £ Kw\-< -TpsM f uq i 

fsppr "iff gT gTPTT I 


13, 20 02/4? 2J, 192 1 
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J. ifcT: ; gg XW gFafn'Tg c n'f HTTXT 7 tit eq- 

utxt ( 1 ) ti fo (fo srxr qgxr wftfcr gr srtitir 
gx4 gg tifog gxxrx ggTxrxr arftir tit 

gg fttiw tih | ftr hh prxrtit'g xhw 4 w gfVr 
ti ggrfwg gr4 ti 7 for ti tit-ix 5 %a 7 tgj 
fotif ti XPW Xgfog I 

•o v - 

|xt. 4. 673 / 47 / 200 i-tir-g-gg-VHI] 


%4ftr 5 gTx hit, gqx xrfgg 


ORDER 

New Dellii, the 28th March, 2002 


S.O. 1184.—Whereas the Joint Secretary 
to the Government of India, specially em¬ 
powered under Sub section (1) of Section 3 
of the Conservation of Foreign Exchange 
and Prevention of Smuggling Activities Act. 
1974 (52 of 1974), issued order F. No. 6731 
47]2001-Cus. VIII, dated 18-01-2002 under 
the said Sub-section directing that Shri Abid 
So Shri Yusuf, R o House No. 2373, Kucha 
Meerassin, Turkman Gate, Delhi be detained 
and kept in custody in the Central Jail, Tihar, 
New Delhi with a view to preventing him 
from acting in any manner prejudicial to the 
Conservation of foreign exchange in future. 

2. Whereas the Central Government has 
reasons to believe that the aforesaid person has 
absconded or is concealing himself so that the 
order cannot be executed; 


3. Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers 
conferred by Clause (b) of Sub-section < 1) of 
Section 7 of the said Ac?. tiw Com m l Govern¬ 


ment hereby directs the 
appear before the Con 


Teresa; d person to 
aissiowr or Police, 


Delhi within 1 days of the publication of this 
order in the Official Gazette. 


[F. No. 673;47;T:00 i •Cns-VHI] 
S. K. SINGH, Under Secy. 


(tigfhr negsr gx tirf) 
xffotit, 10 gqqgx, 2001 


qrr.gr. 1185.—fork 7 - 9-2001 tigforqg.g. 
, 197 / 176 / 2001 -gTf .tif.p-I qg gfggqq gxti §g 


ggr 


gfgfggg, 1 

961 

(1961 ?FT 

43 

) til 

a TXT 

10 % 


( 2 3 -7) 

% 

'c'Vtc (iv) §TXT 


srfcPti xt nqgr 

kr 


J TRZFFI gvP3s 

nxr 

“?4. 

gg. 

zrT.i.gx 

. c> . TTF. gg . 5 

TTi? 

. < 

gfr 


xt^;- 

5;Z 

XXTIWT 


~~ * * r~ i 

~ rp 


fr 

tllXP 


1994-9 

5 ^ 

1996-9 7 

r ”l“r 

; 3 TXT 

ggfst 
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% ftfz&rhij ml t wsrrsFm fft *'*■ % rfUt- 

FTF STfSf^fod FTFt :— 

(i) ft fdgtfrcfr fff'Y ft s#ftf srft 
fttf)' ?rnT ft iT?Fmr FTt % faq ffft 

F^FTF fFFFT FFT SRmFTTr FF Ffmt % 
fm> f^ft f3pr% %> s^ff) ^mr Ft Ft 

I, 

(ii) ft fcafftcft fffte ft fFstfr°r ft? 

FFT ((FFFf FFT F> fFFT Ft TTFfiT % tTTTF 

am ii f> 3tort ( 5 ) Jr f#rfem fFat 

t(F SRFT t>F % TrftTF 3F FFFT FttFt 
f fflra ftIft f fff! Wa (^FT-FFrffTTF, 
ffTft ffft f^mt tarn ftf; mfF % m 
Jr am fft FFTftrF mfcsF fttftf 
fart) ft fFFF F?sf Ft*rr ffft fJt fft 
F^ r ftft f^ft, 

(iii) 4i afagw fwr 3 Ft ftf % w Jr 
am aif ?m, ttfF FittFir f am ftf 
fft ?rfFFTF |t ff ff fF frtftt 

am ft fmtfmT % -^mt Ft snfor % 
faq araffTF F^r ft trt qat frTfr % 

ffst ^ aa 4 i % JraT 'jfmFTt’ Fft Tat 
amt if, 

(iv) ft fmffTcft ftfft fMfff, 1961 % 
a mum % stfftt mrm ftf fmrnnt fmrfm 

o 

ftfft arfuFTfr F ff&t ft?f f^ft, 

(v) fmimr ft fmfa f w^t FfafTFR TTfmrt 
atr qfwrfam mm a|?mr ft% smtuf 
ftof Ft f m mqjft ftt f># am 
ffsf % fFTft mm Ft Fft fmn fttift 1 

[FftTfFFTF. 321,2001/FT.F. 19 7, 176/2001- 

FT.F.fF.-I] 

snt.a't.t’F. fmar, FFTFfFF 

(Central Board of Direct Taxes) 

New Delhi, the 10th October, 2001 
(INCOME-TAX) 

S. O. 1185 .—In supersession of Order 
F. No, 197/176/2001 -ITA. I dated 07-09-2001 and 
in exercise of powers conferred by the Sub-clause 

(iv) of clause (23C) of Section 10 of the Income- 
tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Government 
hereby notifies the “OSIL TRFI Community 
Services, P.O. Palaspanga, Distt. KeoDjhar Orissa” 
lor the purposes of the said Sub-clause for the 
period covered by the assessment years 1994-95 


to 1996-97 subject to the following conditions* 
namely :— 

(i) the assessee will apply its income, or 
accumulate for application, wholly and 
exclusively to the objects for which it is 
established ; 

( ; i) the assessee will not invest or deposit its 
funds (other than voluntary contributions 
received and maintained in the form of 
jewellery, furniture etc.) for any period 
during the previous years relevant to the 
assessment years mentioned above other¬ 
wise than in any one or more of the 
form or modes specified in Sub-section 
(5) of Section 11; 

(iii) this notification will not apply in relation 
to any income being profits and gains 
cf business, unless the business is inci¬ 
dental to the attainment of the objective 
of the assessee and separate books 
of accounts are maintained in respect of 
such business, 

(iv) the assessee will regularly file its return 
of income before the Income-tax autho¬ 
rity in accordance with the provisions of 
the Income-tax Act, 1961. 

(v) that in the event of dissolution of the 
Society, its surplus and the assets will be 
given to a charitable organisation with 
similar objectives and no part of the same 
will go to any of the members of the 
Society. 

p# "? p. 

[Notification No." 321/2001/F. No. 197/176/2001- 

ITA.-l] 

I. P. S. BINDRA, Under Secy. 

FffFFFt, 3 1 SPRJTT, 2001 

(sttfft) 

FT.FT. 1186.—FTFFT srfsrfFFF, 1961 ( 1 96 1 
FT 43) Ft FTTT 10 % (23F) % FFTiF (iv) 

STTT FFTT FfTfitt FT HFtF FTF fQ, %FTtF FTFTT 
tfFFSTTT “J’FFTT ^4 TTFTfTFt FTF ifevi, Ft 
F> 1999-2000 F 2001-2002 FF % FT fF^fTF 
Ftf % fm fFmfafaF Wf % FUTF !<? FTF 
gF % ffUtftf TrfFgfm ftft srafe :— 

(i) FT fFaffTFt FFFt 5TTF FT ITtFTTF TTFFT 
FFFt STTF FT ??FFTA FTF % FTTFT 
F=FTF yiFFT FRT TTFmFFT FF F|mf % 

fvjT( F^FT f~% fTTO IFF^f mTFFT aft Ft 



fan II—ar's 3 (ii)] 


srrer^r 13, 2002/% 23,i »24 


(ii) 4R fpraff^aY 344ffr 4 r f4gfcq 35 ? % 
s '45 55 f 4 ft fa^tY •*fr mf-tx % sYtr 

am h*pV 34 ani (5) t fefafes? fargY 

l»sp 5T44T 1)4? % 5rf£RT 34 54 4T c(M 
% ftra cR^l % 3fr¥Y fafa (^ ar-^raTf^Tra', 


3493 

(iii) this notification will not apply in relation 
to any income being profits and gains of 
business, unless the business is incidental 
to the attainment of the objectives of the 
assessee and separate books of accounts 
are maintained in respect of such business. 


'trNh; 545 T fwt srt 4f§ % 44 4 

UTRT 54 T 54Tfel4 € ffavi ) 

45 f545 4^f 4fa5T 544T 3% 44T rf^T 
4R4T 5%4T, 

(iii) 5f fafar Mx ^ % 345 4 

514 4 t(Y ?>fr, 5 ft far 45 TY 4 R # strt ?rrq 
54r srfafrnr $Y ^ ft ptrr 4 trY4R 
35; 4 R faaffaffr % rj^wi 4 rY strfar % 
fart* srraffatr 445 ?Y 54T nfa % 

355 if w % §rat qfc55m> st^Y ffaY 

wr^'f, 

(iv) 54 faraifactl 5T34R 4 fa f555, 1961 % 
sir^rafaf % 54 5 R 554Y 514 fawff fara- 

S 3 

ftrar 3 ^rrrppr sTfsp^nY % 34 si 

(v) f 4544 frqftr if srftrfaffi rrfw fat? 

nfaswfaizrt 34 T 4 r^sqf ufar 54Y4' 3454 

^ far ^rrfaTfp 1 

[3f3f44T 5. 343/2001/45.3. 19 7/184/2001- 

3T.4r.f4.-I] 
mi . fat. 05. fa>5T, 35? trffaw 

New Delhi, the 31st October, 2001 
(INCOME TAX) 

S. O. 1186.—In exercise of the powers 
conferred by sub-clause (iv) of clause (23 C) of 
section 10 of the Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 
1961), the Central Government hereby notifies 
the “National Highway Authority of India, New 
Delhi” for the purpose of the said sub-clause 
for the assessment years 1999-2000 to 2001-2002 
subject to the following conditions, namely) :— 

(i) the asessee will apply its income, or 
accumulate for application, wholly and 
exclusively to the objects for which it is 
established ; 

(ii) the assessee will not invest or deposit 
its funds (other than voluntary contri¬ 
butions received and maintained in the 
form of jewellery, furniture etc.) for any 
period during the previous years relevant 
to the assessment years mentioned above 
other wise than in any one or more of 
the forms or modes specified rn sub-section 
(5) of Section 11 ; 


(iv) the assessee will regularly file its return 
of income before the Income-tax authority 
in accordance with the provisions of the 
Income-tax Act, 1961. 

(v) That in the event of dissolution, its surplus 
and the assets will be given to a chari¬ 
table organization with similar objectives. 

[Notification No. 343/2001/F. No. 197/184/ 

2001-ITA. I] 
I. P. S. BINDRA, Under Secy. 

4f fewft, 31 3534?, 2001 
(31441?) 

45.3T. 1187-—3T44R: 3M434, 1961 ( 1961 

45 43) 4lY dm 10 % *45 (23-4) (iv) 

STTT 35ft ■STfaffajr 45 5414 4T?ft §t> %?sW 3?45? 
dcregm "mt 3 far fafe44 ?rf feeffr” 2001- 

2002 3 2003-2004 44> % 4>? fagffq 43f % fcnj 
fw fa fat 3 wf % ?rsffa |t> effi 39133 % 
nqfapmi qfargfqcT 4R3Y f, 34 fa:— 

(i) 4R fcraYffaft 334ft 3T4 45 3441 

334ft 3T4 45 S?44T3 4R?Y % fap? 3354 
3344 yjfrpn 44T 33?434T 34 3^5dt % 

fan?, 4fanr far# fm, ?’T45 ritcrt # irf 

(ii) 4R farafffffr 344fB 4R fagkq =raf t 
354 4544 T 4df tY frfTr vfr ^rsrfsr % akrr 
aTTT 11 4fa 34^134 (5) t fafafarj f^ff 

P4t 5T44T t(4? % ?rf?J47 34 4T*t3T rfafaY % 
f'45t % 3445 fafa (44f-44T%fT5, 

45T44 5T44T fwT ?P5 4T§ 4Tfa % 44 
4 444 54 T 44ff«15 455T4 & 

fqvt) 45 f445 4?1r 4^41 444T 54T 

4^T 4R4I 4%4T ; 

(iii) 4f 4f'Jf44T fa^ft qtft 4T4 % 555 % 
414 4gT ?>fT, 4T far 45T15TT 5 41RT 4T5 
451 4fW4 ^'f 44 44 far U4T 41RT4TT 
3fB 4R f4aTfeft- % 3|l5'f 4^ aifaf % 
fan) 5T4f44r 4?J 45T U4 ?KRJ4T7 % 

555 ^ 444 % 55Y fta'Y 

WT | f ; 
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(iv) TT f^dTf^fr ATATT qfeffqqq, 1961 % ' ' 

ATAEiT'TT % AT. ATT ?FRt ?TTA fqqT 11 ) r Y f Aq - f^^ 

% atata Rrfep% % aast 


23, 1924 
*rf f%?A % 


[Pari II— Ss;c. 3 iji)j 

9 TATTA, 2001 


( strata ) 


tAtt ; 

(v) fAqTT %r fAifA if ?TfTfATT AT i TAT Afa 
AfATiAfTAt artt ttA eptH *[<72 q 

¥t ^ O «rnf%r 1 

[mn^m A . 34 4/ 2 001 /AT .A . 1 9 7, 1 3 3/ 2 0 01- 

ATATA f.T. - l] 

srri. qt. n? r . fa?ST, vmx qfq=r 


3TT. 1188 • 3TTIRTT srfarfTAir, 1961 
(l9ol AT 43 ) %f ar~r 1 0 % WS (23T %) T 7 
(v) STAT 5TvfT ^rfifrRT AT TAR AA-T gm %^,-q- 
RTtstai “<t xm xrri A^-f ^ fV^m, 
^fAk" %f TT, 2002-2003 % 2004-2005 TA 
^ fenTcr qr/f % f %7 fqjqfAfgq qqf % qAfT 

§T 3TT At % TArTTP-T srfaq;t%'?i' AATT I, 
=T«T?cT:— 


New Delhi, the 31st October, 2001 
(INCOME TAX) 

S. O. 1187.—In exercise of the powers 
conferred by the sub-clause (iv) of clause (23 C) 
of section 10 of the Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 
1961), the Centra] Government hereby notifies 
the “Bureau of Indian Standards, New Delhi” 

for the purpose of the said sub-clause for the 

assessment yeais 2001-2002 to 2003-2004 subject 
to the following conditions, namely :— 

(i) the assessee will apply its income, or 

accumulate for application, wholly and 
exclusively to the objects for which it is 

establishecd ; 

(ii) the assessee will not invest or deposit 

its funds (other than voluntary contribu¬ 
tions received and maintained ia the foim 
of jewellery, furniture etc.) for any period 
during the previous years relevant to the 
assessment yeais mentioned above other 
wise than in any one ot more of the forms 
or modes specified in sub-sec don (5) of 
Section 11 ; 


(i) at fmJnAefr attA stpt at tatat qqqx 

TTTT 5 fr-T AT fTTfiTT AA 7 % f-fnr 

ATTT TTrRT T 47 sPT^tW TT eTTnff 
% f^rtr AATT fspf% f%qr ^q c p r i cq T q ?Tr 
TT Tff l 

(ii) iTcTifTcfT tstAtt aa fTyiAT waff A 

A t pt ^ttt tt? at f%At A) qqfA % qfc’PT 
ottt ii %t ttsttat (5) A fAfh'fqr^: f%Ai 
AT ^AqfT AT A 3TfTA <jq qqqy qffof 
A f*FT TTtAT q fqfq (^T x 

T-TtfovTo', ATTAA 3 TTTT f%At TR TAT/ 3 nfA 
% AT A ITTTT TAT TTAfSTT ATf^A TTATT 
A ART) AT pTAq aViT CRTT t?A 
TAT Tiff ATSfT fr%r,T, 

(iii) srftr^AAT f%At %At tr % AAsr A 

ATA Aff f taA, At f% atattta A AtAt TT'A 
TAT arfATT'A fT TT TT fT Aqr TTTtqTT 
A^T TT Ai'SrffAiT % AA^AT %f ATwfT % 
%A ATAfAT T|f At TAf AA TTtTTTT % 
A'Asr A of A A A qf^TTTA TfA T#r 

TAfT fT, 


(iii) this notification will not apply in relation 
to any income being profits and gains of 
business, unless the business is incidental 
to the attainment of tae objectives of the 
assessee and separate books of accounts 
are maintained in respect of such business. 

(iv; the assessee vviit regularly file its return 
of income before the Income-tax authority 
in accordance with the provisions of the 
income-tax Act, 1961. 

(v) that in the event of dissolution , its surplus 
and the assets will be given to a chaiitable 
organisation with similar objectives. 

[Notification No. 344/2001/F. No. 197/1S3/ 

- 2001-IT A-I] 

I. P. b. BltsDRA Under Secy. 


(iv) AT fAArtVTT STTATT A'WfAAA, 1961 % 
ATTATAT % A'TATT A TAT APT fTTOAffTAfAT * 
TT A ATATv ATPAArPT A' AA5T TfiTT 
TtAf; 


(v) fqAAT %) ffAfT A ^rfTfTTT ^rf'STAf 3f)~ 

AfTAPTi'vrq/ AATT Af -TAT ATT "TAT4 AAST 
%r A At -JiTtrAT 1 

[aFttatt A. 346/200i/ttt.A. 197 / 190 / 2001 - 

Af .a. Ar.-I)] 

Art. AT. AT. fTT,r. AAA AfAA 

New Delhi, the 9th N \ember, 2001 
(INCOME TAX) 


S. O. 1188-—In exercise of the powers 
by sub-clause (iv) of efiavu.; 21(0) ( , sec 
the Lice me-tar. „-wc , 9r i efi 4 j' x-J; h 


ct rferrtd 
«-u 10 M 
■ Central 
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]rnf iz~m r fii'sl 

Government hereby notifies the “Sri Sathya Sai 
Central Trust, Srindavan Bangalore", for the 
purpose of the said sub-clause for the assessment 
years 2002-2003 to 2004-2005 subject to the fc Hew¬ 
ing conditions, namely :■— 

fi) the assessee will apply its income, or 
accumulate for application, wholly and 
exclusively to the objects for which it is 
established; 

(ii) the assessee will net invest or depcsit 
its funds (other than voluntary contributions 
received and maintained in the form of 
jewellery, furniture etc.) for any period 
during the previous years relevant to the 
assessment years mentioned abeve other¬ 
wise than in any enc or mere cf the 
forms or modes specified in sub-secticn 

(5) of Section 11; 

(iii) this notification will not apply in relation 
to any income being profits and gains cf 
business, unless the burircssis incidental 
to the attainment of the o tj, covet cf the 
assessee and separate books cf accounts 
are maintained in respect of such business. 

(iv) the assessee will regularly file its return 
of income before the Income-tax authc rity 
in accordance with the previsions cf the 
Income-tax Act. 1961. 

(v) That in the event cf dissolution, it surplus 
and the assets will he given to a chari¬ 
table organization with similar objectives. 

[Notification No. 346/2001/F. No. 197/190/ 

2001-IT A-I] 

I. ?. S. BINDRA, Under Secy, 
rrf feTNT, 9 5RRT, 20 01 
(smrrr) 

9T.srT. ii 89.--rrmr vnjfarR, i96i(i96i 
m 43) STITT 10 (23-m) % (iv) 

@TTT IRtT ST^Tcrm TT TTT9 TTcT ?07 KTTTT 

‘‘TITR^T.TTT, 1999-2000 (1 2001- 

200 2 TPF % TT f?TS!lTT T'TT % fTFTflTfeT Wrff 
% 5TSffiT |TT ^cpT 7WT TTbTTTT RpcTlfiTT 
TTcft I, :— 

(i) fnSTlfrdT TTTTT (Cm TT sTTRTTT *TTT 
3WT NTT TT I7vlNT : T PHR % fn'T 
WTT ^TTT’T 'pTcPTT rRTr TTT'TcTTT TT Tffwt 
%■ f^TT f3R% (rU tRT# ^crnT €t 

jt€ I; 


(ii) «r-' "f'Srf'oT eTTscT ^TT fh'SHTT TTf TT 

tfiTcT 3RT Tl felt TiNfST % ^tTTT 

STTTT 11 tt sttpt ( s) T fwT 

tj=p 5TT?T TT37 p SifTT ST 4,'TfT TTTt^pf TT 
fatT fifhjff R 3TPTV fdfsT (N'qT-^TTffTRT 

NTTT fTtfr 3TR % ^1 if 

TTTCrf TT^T b'-TTfSTcT T#fesT NNTFT 
R PflvT) TT fTTTT Tff TT9T 5TTTT 
T3% W Tfl TTcfT g%TTT:; 

(iii) JTf tcfoTW 1%rft firfr wpt %tttet ‘rttr 

ffr-fir, ^tfsfr ^TTt^rr -?r hint ttttt tt^tt 

^rP#TsTTVT Fit 3PT fRT % ^TT TTTTqTT 
tTR 9TT fnSTffTTT % ^r|sRT # TtFr % 

Ptt RiifPrp pff fr ~tt t tttntt % 
TTTST ii ¥T-T PTm-qfTTTTrr vfgf TTT RTrfY gf; 

(iv) qrr f^rsrrftefr rtttt ^fsTfircnr, i96i % 
TTUrsnbt % SpTlTTT R'TTT rtt fTcrNt ftirfirT 

it 5iTiTTT infST-TTft % TPT5T TihpT T^TT; 

(V) fTTRT T?T fTTfFT if ^f-ffTR TlpPri' sfk TR- 
TTRfd'Tt TTTR Tjf^TT qT^T SfCTr# prfR 
TT % if RTTfirfr | 

[z,fsrRTTT it. 347/200 i/qn. Tf . 197/191/2001- 

Ni'.T.fa.-T] 

hTpq'i .hp-.f^T, tm 

Now Delhi, the 9th November, 200! 

TNCOMH TAX 

S. O. 1189,—In exercise cf the p <~were 
conferred by the sub-cltuse (iv) cf cl’.use (23C) 
cf section 10 of the Income tax Act, 1961 (43 cf 
1961), the Central Government hereby ncPfics 
the “Vatsalya Trust, Mumbai” f r the purpose 
of the said sub-clause for the assessment years 
1999-2000 to 2001-2002 subject to the f fov.i. g 
conditions, namely : — 

(i) the assessee will apply its incrrm;. cr 
accumulate for application, wholly and 
exclusively to the objects for which it is 
established; 

(ii) the assessee will not invest or deposit 
its fuuds (other than voluntary contribu¬ 
tions received and maintained in the f.,nn cf 
jewellery, furniture, ete.) for any pcr : od 
daring the previous years relevant to the 
assessment years mentioned above other 
wise than in any one or more cf the 
forms or modes specified in sub-secticn 
(5) of Section 11; 

(iii) this notification Will not apply in relaticn 
to anv income being profits and gains of 
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business, unless the business is incidential 
to the attainment of the objectives of the 
assessee and separate books of accounts 
are maintained in respect of such business. 

Civ) the assessee will regularly file its return 
of income before the Income-tax authority 
in accordance with the provisions of the 
Income-tax Act, 1961. 

(v) That in the event of dissolution, it surplus 
and the assets will be given to a chari¬ 
table organization with similar ovbjectives. 

[Notification No. 347/200! F. No. 197/191/ 

2001 -ITA-I] 

T. P. S. BINDRA, Under Secy . 

4# fewft, 2 3 44*47, 2 001 

( 41447 ) 

4T. ?TT. 1190.—tnw STfErfiPm, 1961 
( 1961 4T 43 ) 4t 4T7T 10 % #4 ( 23-4) % 
4444 ( 4 ) ST7T 444 7lf74#r 41 STNtOT 47# ftr 

%4fr4 47417 rj^jra 44 ) 44414 7154 

4)4, 4ff#?#t" 4t 1992-93 # 1994-95 44 % 
47 firtruvr 44 ) % f#<i ml 4 4#r4 7541 

T7 3W7 % 44)4414 4f#jf#4 47?ft f 

44?4:— 

(i) 47 frrcriftxft 444t 414 41 374414 4T«I7T 

7741 5114 41 SS#rrRT 474 % f#* 3 ^ 
#414 ^4441 441 44-4441 7T 7f?4) 

% f#7 4#41 f#4% f#4 444T 4414Tl 

4t 4f t; 

(ii) 47 f~4lf#fT 44444 47 f44?74 44? # 

444 9444? 44) 41 f4*ft #1 44% % 
4T7T4 4171 11 4l 744TfT ( 5) 4 firf#- 

ff# 44 4441 44 # 4%4 44 4441 
4714) # f#5T 47t4T 4 744t fl!# ( #47- 
74lff714, 44?47 41441 f4# 4-"4 4Fg 

i;if4 % 44 4 4171 441 447f&T4 54f=s44 
2PT4T4 # fW ) 41 f444 4lff 4)41 

4441 74 441 4#f 4741 4%4I ; 

(i : i) 44 5f%f44T f4# 4# 414 % 444 4 

714 4#) Cl4T, #1 f4 477417 # 4171 414 
441 4 f4714 41 44 44 f4 #41 417)417 
744 47 f4mf74l % 7f54f 4? 4lf71 % 
f#T 574# 14 4#f ft 441 #4 417)417 % 
444 # 5144 4 #41-4i>74!# 4g) 7#t 

414) #1 ; 

47 f74lf77i 41447 4%i#7T 1961 % 

p i wp t) # 544417 mnt 414 fw^ft 


rpATii II—Cec. 3fii) 1 

f#4f#4 44 4 54447 4lf44in % 444 
4T54 4#41 ; 

(v) f44T4 41 #74)7 if 7441 TfH'fW 7Tf#4i 
#k 4f74l4fvl4T 4414 4f4ft 41# 44T4 
4454 4) # 4) 4#4t I 

[4f4f44T 4. 350/2001/41. 4. 19 7/127/2001- 

41447 f4. -I] 

srrf. 9 ). 44 . f44ri, 447 #44 

New Delhi, the 23rd Novembei. 2001 
(INCOME TAX) 

S. O. 1190.—In exercise of the powers 
conferred by the sub-clause (iv) of clause (23C) 
of section 10 of the Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 
1961), the Central Government hereby notifies 
the “Railway Minister’s Welfare & Relief Fund, 
New Delhi” for the purpose of the said sub¬ 
clause for the assessment years 1992-93 to 1994-95 
subject to the following conditions, namely :— 

(i) the assessee will apply its income, or accumu¬ 
late for application, wholly and exclusively 
to the objects for which it is established?; 

(ii) the assessee will not invest or deposit its funds 
(other than voluntary contributions received 
and maintained in the form of jewellery, 
furniture etc), for any period during the pre¬ 
vious years relevant to the assessment years, 
mentioned above other wise than in any one 
or more of the forms or modes specified in 
sub-section (5) of Section 11; 

(iii) this notification will not apply in relation to 
any income being profits and gains of busi¬ 
ness, unless the business is incidental to the 
attainment of the objectives of the assessee 
and separate books of accounts are main¬ 
tained in respect of such business. 

(iv) the assessee will regularly file its return of 
income before the Income tax authority in 
accordance with the provisions of the In¬ 
come tax Act, 1961. 

(v) That in the event of dissolution, it surplus 
and the assets will be given to a charitable 
organization with Similar objectives. 

[Notification No. 350/2001/F.No. 197/127/2001-ITA-I] 
I. P. S, BINDRA, Under Secy. 

4f few#, 28 44147, 2001 
( 511447 ) 

4T. 41. 1191.— -41447 4%f444, 1961 

( 1961 4T 43 ) 4t 13T7T 10 # #4 ( 234 ) # 


f.-S 

V ; 




l«rm II — mi 3 (ii)] 


mxm 131 2002 ft * 23 r 1924 
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qqsre (4) mrq qfqqqr 4rr sratq qrqf |q 
%??hr xvxxx m=rpru “ h?rqq tffqqq rR- 
&* sfttqSFT 95S 5^r, q*qf ” qrt 1999-2000 % 
2001-2002 cT4r % 477! fqqfcq aptf % fatr f^- 
fqfJrq *rcff % qsrfa ftr ^ sf? % qqfqqrq 

qfq^fqq 4TT<ft I, 5T*T%:— 

( 1 ) qrr fqqffJqt snq qq ^<th mxr 
qqqft ?rnr qq ssrfqiq qr?3- % fJrq 
#W y’TOTT cPTT ?IWPIT T-T qfsqf % 
fair qrtqT faq% faq ?qqft xxvxxt qrt 
qf t; 

( 2 ) qrr fqsrffqff qqqqq qn: fqqfcq qqf % 
qqq qqf qft f%?ft «ft *4% qr 
<\tr «rra 11 qft qqtnrr (5) Jr 
fafafesH: fqqft tR? qqqt qq? % qfsrq? jn 

■ mxi cr0*pf Jr f*rer qfrq?T % qqq?T fqftr 
( ^-wf^rq, qqrfaq imr fqsft «r«r 

• 4T§ SfTf? % % STFcT rr*TT qTRftrq 

wfcm 3T?r?R Jr f^rar ) qq fqq?r q^t 
qr^rr mxt 3 % m\ qff qrrqr q%qr; 

( 3 ) q? qfsrsqqT fotft qqt mx % qqsr Jr 
grnr qff ffq), sftfq? qrrrRrr Jr rrqq qrq 
q«n xrfqqm |t srar.qq? fr qqr qrrrhm 
qqq qrt fJrsrffTrft % qfqtfr qft srrfqr % 
fqq qrqfqq? q^t ff q*rr qJr qqfl<m % 
qqq Jr w % JrerT jfaRrrt q?ft r^r 
^riqt fr; 

(4) q?r fqsfifJqt qprqrt; srfhfqqq, 1 96 1 % 
anwqr % qqqir ?mr arnr faqr^) fq^. 
fqq *q Jr qrqq?7 qrfsrqqfr % qqsr 

9>is'l qfJqT; 

. (5) fqq^q q?T fjqfq Jr. qfqfwr TTftrqt aftr 
qfwqfJnrt qqrq qfqqt qr$r srq?«f qqsq 
qrt ^ ft ^qnnft 1 

[qfq^qqT q. 352 / 2001 /qiT. rf . 197 / 194 / 2001 - 

Or.-i] 

%nf. qt. qrr. f^FST, «rqr rrf^rq 

New Delhi, 28th November, 2001 
(INCOME TAX)) 

S.O. 1191—In exercise of the powers 
conferred by the sub-clause (iv) of clause 
(23C) of Section 10 of the Income-tax Act, 1961 
(43 of 1961). the Centra! Government hereby 
notified the ‘National Stock Exchange Investor 
Protection Fund Trust, Mumbai” for the purpose 
of the said sub-clause for the assessment years 
1072 GI/2002—2 


1999-2000 to 2001-2002 subject to the following 
conditions, namely :— 

(i) the assessee will apply its income or accum- 
late for application wholly and exclusively 
to the objects for which it is established; 

(ii) the assessee will not invest or deposit its fund 
(other than voluntary contributions recei¬ 
ved and maintained in the form of jewellery 
furniture etc,) for any period during the 
previous years relvant to the assessment 
years mentioned above otherwise than in 
any one or more of thefoims or modes 
specfied in sub-sction (5) of Section 11 

(iii) this notification will not apply in relation to 
any income being profit and gains of 
business, unless the business is incidental to 
the attainment of the objectives of the 
assessee and separate books 0 / accounts 
are maintained in respect of such business; 

(iv) the assessee will regularly file its return of 
income before the income-tax anthority in 
accordance with the provisions of the Income 
tax Act, 1961. 

(v) that in the event of dissolution, it surplus 
and the assets will be given to a charitable 
organization with similar objectives. 

{Notification No. 352/2001/F No 197/194/2001-ITA-IJ 
I. P.S. BINDRA, Under Secy. 

28qqs5n:, 2001 

(srpm ) 

q>T. ?tt. 1192 .—qrqqtt; trfsrfqqq, 1961 

( 1961 qn 43 ) # trm 10 % ( 23 -q ) % 

( 4 ) TITT qqrT wfajrqt qr qqhT 4^ fir 
%?jtq tTRnr “ fq tnr. ft. tro^ 

qmqT £T£T 5*£ , RR-f” qJt 2001-2002 J* 
2003-2004 rRT % 4^ fqsrfrir qqf % %r f^RT- 
fi-rfaq wf % qtfbT |tT - 3 ^ % qqfsrqrq 

trftraf^q qrrm |, tfqJq :— 

( 1 ) qnc fqgffrqt mx qrr ^qrq trqqr 

mx 4>r ??Jrqrq qrpq % fqq 

qqqq ytqqr qqr vtx'xxxt qq qfqqt % 
fqcr qr^qr fqq% fqq ?qTqqr Tf 

qf t; 

( 2 ) qnc fqqffrqt qqqqq 4tt: fqqfqq qql q 
qqq qqf # fq>qt wt qqfq % 
qkn trm 11 qrr qqarpr ( 5 ) q fqfq- 
fqiq fqrqt ^ 4 ? mxr ^4t Jr qfq4? ix 
tmr dTlqrf % fqq qftqft Jr qq4h fqfq 
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( RAT-RATpfTTA, faT^r aaat fosfr sr?A 
Arft % ft it rfa aat aatPsta 
ftpBRF R9RTA a Par ) ft Paast TFT 
Ft at aaat ra rat art ftat a%at; 

(3 ) rPsfjaat Paa) 15ft ata t?A4A if 
AFT Aft ftAt, RTpF FTfTATT % UFA 
ATT AIT SfPAATA ft RA AA pF FAT 
FRtATT AAA FT fARTftAI % a|AAT At 
After % fAl ATApAF Aft ft AAT 1A 
FTCtATT % AAA if AAA A RRT-^pRTFTTr 
Aft Aft ATAt ft; 

(4) FT PAtrfPTAt RTAFT aPaPaAR, 1961 A 
A1W4T % 3TAATT ATAt ATT fAATRt 
fAAfAA FA % ATAFT RTpAFRt % AAA 
AiT#A FtAT ; 

(5) Af PF PAATA AT f^-TpA if f AFT aPaPtFT 
TTpRAT 3Tk TfAAPTfrTAf AATA RfSAT 4T% 
TATA AA3A AT % <fT RTmfT I 

[ApTRpAAT A. 353/2001 /tTT. A. 19 7/1 96/2001- 
ATAfR fA . - l] 

ATf. At, A A. ffRT, RAT ApAA 

New Delhi, the 28th November, 2001 
TNCOME TAX 

S.O. 1192.—In exercise of the powers conferred 
by the sub-clause (iv) of clause (23C) of Section 10 
of the Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central 
Government hereby notifies'the “The J R D Thalma J. 
Tata Trust, Mumbai” for the purpose of the said 
sub-clause for the assessment years 2001-2002 to 
2003-2004 subject to the following conditions namely:— 

(i) the a§sessee will apply its income, or accum- 
late for application, wholly and exclusively 
to the objects for which it is established: 

(ii) the assesses will not invest or deposit its 
funds (other than voluntary contributions 
received and mainlined in the form of jewel¬ 
lery, furniture etc), for any period during 
the previous years relevant to the assess¬ 
ment years mentioned above other wise 
than in any one or more of the forms or 
modes specified in sub-section (5) of Section 
11 ; 

(iii) this notification will not apply in relation to 
•any income being profits, and gains of busi¬ 
ness, unless business is incidental to the 
attainment of the objectives of the assessee 
and separate bookof accounts are maintained 
in respect of such business. 


(iv) the assessee will regularly file its return of 
income before the income-tax authority in. 
accordance with the provisions of the in¬ 
come tax Act, 1961. 

(v) That in the event of dissolution it surplus 
and the assets will be .given to a charitable 
organization with similar objectives. 

[Notification No. 353/2001/F. No. 

197/196/2001 -IT A-I ] 

EP S. B1NDRA, Under Secy. 

Af pA?Rt, 21 PAARTT, 2 001 

(ATAFT) 

FUrT. 1193.— AT4FT aWaAA, 1961 ( 196 1 
ATT 43)' Aft ART 10 % (2 3A) % R4 WS (4) 

£RT ART RpTAAT ATT TATA FTA fA tT?fTA ATFR 
AAA5RT “aRAA AT?AT ART, At fo?RT” AT AA 
2000-2001 Jt 2002-2003 AAT AR fhAfTA AAp 
% pAf fATAfAfeA Arff AT apftA TfcT ftr tta AA 
% AATAm4 atfA^fAA ATTAf I, 3fA%, 

(i) ATT pAAtPTtt RAFt RTA FT F5ARTR RAAT 

AAFt 3TTA ATT RAAlA FTA % Prit a^FT 
5TAAA ^TAAT AAT RA^AAAT RA ARAFAT % 
pRF TT>AT pRA% PRF RAF) 5ATAAT AT) 

At I, 

(ii) ATT fAufftAl RTAAA ATT fASrfTA AAf A 
AAA ftAcff A'ff FT fFAf At RApR % ttTTA 
RTTT 11 Aft RTAITT (5) A PfPaF^R pATAt 
T(F RAFT trip A' RpRF SR RAFT ATtAff A 
PAR- ATtAA 5T RAFt FaFr (RFT-RFTpf TTA, 
RANT A AAT pATAt 3FA F5§ RIFf % FA 
Jr RFA AAT RATpRA Tff^RA? RRF1A % 
Past) ATT PAFW rfff ATTAT RAfT ra rat 
A ft ATTAT A%AT, 

(iii) Af rFr^aat Ffat pAt ata % afr Jr 

RTA Aft ftAt, RppAT ATRpAR A AFA RTA 
AAT RpARTA ft RA AAT Pat i/AT ATRTATT 
AAA FT pRprf'TAT % RTA5AT Ft A FAT % 
Prit ATAPAF Aft ft AAT fA FRtAR F 
AAA A ARA A ART JPAAFTf Aft TRT 
RTAf ft, 

(iv) FT fAAtfTAT RTAFT RpApAAA, 1961 F 
ATASTTAt % 3TAATT RAAT RTA fAATRt pAA- 
fTRf FA Jr RTAATT ArPAFRp % AAR FTpR 
Ft AT, 
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4«ff % fart 5T?ff % srsppf tfJf fn; 74n 

*it % w>nm 3ifsr^P^T>!T?fr |, 3r*rfa •— 

(i) ”srt fyyjMt ynr *pt srettm 

arm i#jtr ^ % faR yrr^T 

4=444 CT^TT 3^4441 34 34^J4f % 

fa-tr fa4% fiw, *41441 44 

4f t, 


[mn II—** 3 (ii)] 

(v) f4444 fj^frr 4 aifafoKt Rfvpfr srk 
qfen^Tmt 4414 34^pfr 4 T% srH 4434 
4rt % ut ^TTT^fr 1 

[srfk^^tr ?fwr: 369/2001/94.4.197/186/2001- 

JfTW: f4.-I] 
fJRTT, ar47 *rf44 

New Delhi, the 21st December, 2001 
(INCOME TAX) 

S.O. 1193.—In exercise of the powers conferred 
by the sub-clause (iv) of clause (23C) of Section 10 
of the Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central 
Government hereby notifies the “National Culture 
Fund, New Delhi” for the purpose of the said sub¬ 
clause for the assessment years 2000-2001 to 2002- 
2003 subject to the following conditions namely:— 

(i) the assessee will apply its income, or accumu¬ 
late for application, wholly and exclusively 
to the objects for which it is established. 

(ii) the assessee will not invest or deposit its 
funds (other than voluntary contributions 
received and maintained in the form of jewel¬ 
lery, furniture etc) for any period during the 
previous years relevant to the assessment 
years mentioned above other wise than in 
any one or more of the forms or modes 
specified in sub-section (5) of Section 11; 

(iii) this notification will not apply in relation 
to any income being profits and gains of 
business, unless the business is incidential 
to the attainment of the objectives of the 
assessee and separate books of account 
are maintained in respect of such business. 

(iv) the assessee will regularly file its return of 
income before the Income-tax authority 
in accordance with the provisions of the 
Income-tax Act, 1961. 

(v) that in the event of dissioution, it surplus 
and the assets will be given to a charitable 
organization with similarobjectives. 

[Notification No. 369/2001/F.No. 197/186/2001 -ITA-I] 
I.P.S. BINDRA, Under Secy. 

*r$ 31 forrsn:, 2001 

(sriwr) 

str.an. 1194 .— 3 rnm 3 rftrTfrirrr, i96i (1961 
44 43) erra 10 % (234%) 39 (iv) 

sro sktt srbmr 99 spfpr 9R% §tt ^wr 
‘'« ft WTf*!# 449; <9 449Pf9Rr 

99 1994-95 % 1996-77 cFfl % 9R f4SrfR9 


(ii) 9R Orafftshr 39499 4R hralTor 49 I Jr 
994 3999 ? 9«ff 4ft fefr ' 4 / ar^ffer % 9Rt4 
•JTTT 11 4ft 3WR1 ( 5 ) Jr tt^fcrz fo*ff 
94t ami tnp % srfsR? 99 3T491 47449 % 
f4?4 94944 % 394 ft hrfsr (%4 t.-w%trt, 
9rNr 3i«m f^Rfr 9*3 yife % 99 
ir 944 99T SpTtfSTW *#^4* 5T5RPT Jl 

•o 

fawr) 49 ffttvr 9^f 4^:91 aprer 3 % w 

4?fr 9R9HT%9T, 

(iii) 4? 3rfyf49T feft nffT 3TR % ftfty Jr 

trm; 9$r /bn, sfrfo 49 TI 9 R Jr 949 949 
99T arf^rry ft. m 99 ; % pyr 9TRtaR 399 
4R fTcriMt % 39399 ft 93 9#9 % fftro 
yrafjRr 4ff 94T ^Jr ^Rty r % *r#y Jr sr*r9 

% Jrar jftcRntJ Ryt ^nrfr ^r, 

(iv) 9R fftsrffRft 3 tt 99R arMyyir, 1961 % 
tnyymt % 949 R 9 : 99 ft arnr f99R4tf44- 

o 

fvRT Jr 3TFRT yifvpprfT % TirRT 

(v) feyRT # fRrfJr Jr 3Tfyfe?r Trf?rm «fk 

qfRpyfyrrt tRTPT 4i% smM rr*TM 

«pt % yf ^rrprV 1 

[srfyfsryT 380 l 2001 fyrr.tr. 197 / 200 / 2001 - 

yiffrcr-I] 

'srrl.'Tt.py. fy^T, 5447 yfyy, 

New Delhi, the 31st December, 2001 
(INCOME TAX) 

S.O. 1194—In exercise of the powers conferred 
by the sub-clause (iv) of clause (23C) of seetion 10 
of the Income-tax Act, 1961 {43 of 1961), the Central 
Government hereby notifies the “Sri Kanyakumari 
Gurukula Ashram Kanyakumari” for the purpose 
of the said sub-clause for the assessment years 1994- 
95 to 1996-97 subject to the following condition 
namely :— 

(i) the acsessee will apply its income, or accumu¬ 
late for application, wholly and exclusively 
to the objects for which it is established; 
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(ii) tbe assessee will not invest or deposit its funds 
(other than voluntaiy contributions received 
and maintained in the form of jewellery 
furniture etc), for any period during the 
previous years relevant to the assesment 
years. mentioned above otherwise than in 
any ope or more of the forms or modes 
specified in sub-section (5) of Section 11; 

(iii) this notification will not apply in relation 
to any income, being profits and gains of 
business, unless the business is incidental 
to the attainment of the objectives of the 
assessee and separate books of account are 
maintained in respect ot such business. 

(iv) the assessee will regularly file its return of 
income before the income-tax authority in 
accordance with the provisions of the 
income-tax Act, 1961. 

(v) That in the event of dissolution, it surplus 
and the assets will be given to a charitable 
organization with similar objectives. 

[Notification No. 380/2001/F.No. 197/200/2001-ITA-I] 
I. P. S. B1NDRA, Under Secy. 

?rf fcwft,. 31 fer«n:, 2001 
(3nwr) 

^T.srr. ii9S.—arnprt: 3rfufrirq, 1 96 1 ( 1 96 1 
;pT 43) *£V hut 10 % sur ( 23 *r %) nq tr? (iv) 
grrr snrrT srfrcFii “PT spftor. qrrir |tr, hwtc 
tTrTjsm “ffepr 'TTl%irfncNT qq, qf #V up 

2002-2003 % 2004-2005 eFP % 4^ frafHT <447 

% wf % arsfrr 4^T-gP 

% jfzfrspn# 4 rnfV sndtr:— 

(i) qrr fHsrfftefr hh 4 ?V 4 ?r ?#nrr<=r srqqr 

3rm 4>T ?4#HTH 4744 % f#P ^U<t>T 
?tTO nT-rr 3pRprnT h*t % 

f^rtr jfr^rT wmr 4# 

I, 

(ii) qrr famf/cfT qqqqq 4^ fqsrfo>T qqf # 

ijqq 4 ?V #V % ?)TTq 

srru 11 wrm (5) H fqfqfe^f 4 r#V 

tt«P ttHUT trqr if affsR? 5 q 3rqqT h N+f # 
ftprr qfm ir wrr fnfsr (qqT-Hqrffw, 
apTcTT fwV 3PH 3TTfq % 

^4 # HUH HHT 3 FHfSPT ^f^PSTJfRR 
% ftp*) 4tr fqqq q-gf^qr 3nw q% 
tjpfl qgV H%qT, 

(iii) ajfsrgw fqqfl p#V w % #qsr *r 

?tpt. nff ffqV, #Vfqr qnrtarc # sift prr«r 
fpsrc ft q4r f% +t On1 <. 

spr fqsrffcfV % ^fr srrfcer % 


[Part II— Sec. 3(ii)j 

%tT jrT#fqqr qglr - ft q*rr p# frr/RiT % 
hhst if 3q?q % pfHrqqp q^f nfr 
HTcfV ff, 

(iv) qr* fn-EnfVcfr srum arfafqqq, i 96 i % 

■ qrqsrmV % 3FT*rn: smr snq fqqrtjff fqq- 

fqq pq % atTqqrr snfsrqrrft % THTST q;rsq 
qrrirT, 

(v) 4 ?T fpqffr ir 3 TfqfriTq TTfqq'i afu 
'Tfwqfwqf qrqq tjqtuqf 4T% OTr«f 
HPjq 4 f) p -iTTpqt I 

[arftr^^qr *fwr 381/2001/411.#. 197/122/2001- 

3TTf.qV.PH. 3Tqr 

New Delhi, 31st December, 2001 
(INCOME TAX) 

S.O. 1195.—In exercise of the powers conferred 
by the sub-clause (iv) of clause (23C) of section 10 
of the Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961) the Central 
Government hereby notifies the “Indian Parliament- 
tary Group, New Delhi” for the purpose of the said 
sub-clause for the assessment years 2002-2003 to 2004- 
OS subject to the following conditions, namely :— 

(i) the assessee will apply its income or accumu¬ 
late for application, wholly and exclusively to the 
objects for which it is established; 

(ii) the assessee will not invest or deposit its 
funds (other than voluntary contributions re¬ 
ceived and maintained in the form of jewellery, 
furniture etc.) for any period during the pre¬ 
vious years relevant to the assessment years 
mentioned above otherwise than in any one 
or more of the forms or modes specified in 
sub-section (5) of Section 11; 

(ii) this notification will not apply in relation to 
any income being profits and gains of business, 
unless the business is incidental to the attain¬ 
ment of the objectives of the assessee and 
separate books of accounts are maintained 
in iespect of such business. 

(iv) the assessee will regularly file its return of 
income before the income-tax authority in 
accordance with the provisions of the Income- 
tax Act, 1961. 

(v) That in the event of dissolution it surplus 
and the assets will be given to a charitable 
organization with similar objectives . 

[Notification’ No. 381/2001/F.No. 197/I22/2001-ITA-I] 
I.P.S. BINDRA, Under Secy. 
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WTO TOTmTOTSW 13 , 2002 /WST 23,1924 


wf few#, 31 2001 

(totto) 

TO.TO. 1196.—mw srfsjfaTOT, 1961 ( 1961 
TO 43) ¥V TTTT 10 % (23T )% TO & (IV) 

1TTT STTOT wfeTO # TO ST TOT TO# §p TO3TT TTTTOT 
PTTsttt “«#to to*t ttot fTOTfran «ft tttttottt# 
TO re ro s T^roreftrfijft, gRferr” t# 1999 - 2000 # 2001 - 
02 to> to feafrw wrf % f#p farofarfeT srat % 

TO#T Tf# f p ^RT g^ % StplTOTP? SrfTOjfePT TOl ,| 
TOlfa :— 

(i) to fastffTr# tot# tot to sttttt tottt 

tor# tot to to# % f#p totto 

mr yicrm tott totttcttt tot to;tot % 
fgn> fro% fap ?tr# rutott t# pf % 

(ii) to fwaffro# tottto to f#afror tp? #toet 

'JTTcff TT? T# fTO# T# TOtf# % TTTTP yTTT 
11 #Y tottott ( 5 ) # faf#fe*£ fro# p*P 
25 mm pt # srfsRt sr totto Him # 
crcte# # tor# f#f# (#TT-TroffTOT, 
to#to totto fro# tot T?§TOfe % 

# tito pro TOfcft??r sttotot # 

Prow) to fr#5r H$t tott tort to tot 
p$# toto tt%to ; 

(iii) t$ ufyqqqr fro# pp# tot % tost # 
top pff fp#, s#fo totttot % tot top 
TOT ?rf#TOP TO TOffo PTO TOTTTOT 

ptot tot faafMl % sfsfi to# suf»^r 

% f#p TTPfPTO P?T #T TOT ## TOT t fe H: 
% TOTT # TOTP # #PIT qfTOTOTp P^T R3# 

tot# ff ; 

(iv) top fpaffe?# ttttop spfgfppp, 1961 

% sttotopt % stptot tor# tot feppp# 

fpTfTOT P7 % TOTTOP snfqspRt % TOST 
TOT^T TOPPT ; 

(v) froTO to# ftpf# # ^fTferor pTfro# *#p 

PfePTOfTOtt PPTP PfST# TOT TOTT# #TO^ 
TOt % gft TO»Tft I 

[?rfa#TOT 382/200l/^T.#. 197/198/2001— 

. 5nfro»-I3 

*rTf.9Y. IT?T. f#?ST, TOT ?TfTO 

New Delhi, the 31st December, 2001 
(INCOME-TAX) 

S.O. 1196.—In exercise of the powers conferred 
by the sub-clause (iv) of clause (23C) of section 10 of 
the Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 196J), the Central 


Government hereby notifies the ‘Srimad Ujja>m 
Sadharma Simhasana Sri Taralabalo Jagadguru 1 
Brihanmath Sirigere, KarnaU.ka” for the purpose 
of the said sub-clause for the assessment years 
1999-2000 to 2001-2002 r iject to the following 
condidons, namely:— 

(i) the assessee will apply its income, or accumu¬ 
late for application, wholly and exclusively 
to the objects for which it is established. 

(ii) the asseessee will not invest or deposit its funds 
(other than volutary contributions received 
and maintained in the form of jewellery, fur¬ 
niture etc. for any period during the previou 
years relevant to the assessment years men¬ 
tioned above otherwise than in any one o r 
more of the forms or modes specified in sub 
section (5) of Section 11; 

(iii) this notification will not apply in relation ti 
any income being profits and gains of busi¬ 
ness, unless the business is incidental to the 
attainment of the objectives of the assessee 
and separate books of accounts are maintained 
in respect of such business. 

(iv) the asseessee will regularly file its return of 
income before the income-tax authority in 
accordance with the provisions of the income- 
tax Act, 1961; 

(v) That in the event of dissolution it surplus and 
the assets will be given to a charitable organi¬ 
zation with similar objectives . 

[Notification No. 382/2001/F. No. 197/198. 2001 -IT A - I j 

I.P.S. BINDRA, Under Secy 

TO froft, 31 fTOTOT, 2001 
(TTTTOT) 

TO.STT. 1197-—VFTOR RfgfTOR, 1961 ( 1961 

TO 43) 9TTT 10 % (23-’T) % TOg'5 (IV) 

STTT TOTT TTftTOT TO TOln TO# |tr %T3fa flTOTTT 
PTO3TTT '''TfSTqTOT TTTOFJf to TTTTOTS, ?fsT#9TO 
TOTTOIT” TO 2001-2002 % 2003-2004 TO % 

TO fTOTTOT TOff % fTOT fTOT%fecT TOf % ttaht 
T^# |P TOT % TOTTOTO ?rfaTTfTO TOT# 

TOlfTT :— 

(i) to froffrnT totto tot to toto 

TOTTO TOT TO ?T#TT^r TT# % fop sTTOT 
TTTOT T'JTTTT TTT TOTTOTTT TO 
% f#p TOUT fTO% f#p ?TOV RITTOT 
4# Tf 

(ii) TO firaffcft TOTTO TO fTTTTOT TPf T 

TTT TTT?rT TP! Sf# fTO# ^ ?!TTT 
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SIRT 11 ft) 444R7 ( 5 ) if fafafftR 

fftft) 447 4447 tjsfr ir afaar 34 4447 
crWt if fv?R trM Jr 444 ft fafa (ftar- 

smffTR, T#4T 44 4T fftft) 4?4 44J 4Tfe 

% 44 ft am 44 T TRFfstcT RlfaSR 

S 3 

Jr fftR) 44 fafta 4?ft 4747 4447 13 ft 
44T afr 4R47 aftai; 

(iii) 4| afaamT fftaft ftftt rm % fta'a 
ft 474 aifr $WV, 3ft ffr rrrtt ft 
si m rna 447 afwa lit 44 ^ fft fim 

4nriTR ' 444 4R faa'Tfmft % -^mi 4 ft 

siTfRT % far* aiftfofr 43 ft |t 447 ftft 
trrtr ft 44 a if ?frt ft ftm-4ftwrh 
4?ft Rat 3riat |f ; 

(iv) 4R faaffmr aT44R afafaaa, 19 6 1 
% 474474 ft % marx 444 ft 5774 fftRftft 
faafm 44 % *rraTR aTfaaart ft ?m 

4>R4T 4R47; 

(v) f44m ft fiafft if saaft afafRta Trfftaf 

ak afRRTfaar 4474 R?Rl'f 4Tft 4474 

4434 ft a at 30441 1 

[afa444T 4. 384/2001/TT.4 . 197 / 204 / 2001 - 

anrTR fa.-I] 
arf.4t.4a. fa^sr, ?fr afaa 
New Delhi, the 31st December, 2001 
(INCOME-TAX) 

S O 1197.—In exercise of the powers conferred by 
the sub-dai.se (iv) of clause (23C) of section 10 of the 
Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Govern¬ 
ment hereby notifies the “Dakshineswar Ramakrishana 
Sangha Adyapecth Dakshinewar, Calcutta” for the 
purpose of the said sub-clause for the assessement 
years 2001-2002 to 2003-2004 subject to the following 
conditions, namdy :— 

(i) the assessee will apply its income, or accumu¬ 
late for application, wholly and exclusively 
to the objects for which it is established. 

(ii) the assessee will not invest deposit its funds 
(other than voluntary contributions received 
and maintained in the form of jewellciy, fur¬ 
niture etc.) for any period during the previous 
years relevant to the assessment years men¬ 
tioned above otherwise than in any one or 
more of the forms or modes specified in sub¬ 
section (5) of Section 11 ; 

(iii) this notification will apply in relation to any 
income being profits and gains cf business 
unless the business is incidental to the attain¬ 


ment of the objectives of the assessee and 
separate books of accounts are maintained 
in respect of such business. 

(iv) the asscessee will regularly file its return of 
income before the income-tax authority in 
accordance with the provisions of the Income- 
tax Act, 1961. 

(v) that in the event of dissolution it surplus and 
the assests will be given to a charitable organi¬ 
zation with similar obejectives. 

[Notification N 0 . 384/2001/F.No.l97/204/2001-ITA-I] 
I.P.S. BIN DR A, Under Secy. 

affewft, 17 4447 ft, 2002 
(?T744R) 

44 . 47 . 1198.—4T44R afafa44, 1 96 1 (i96i 
44 43 ) 4ft 4737 10 % tsis (23-4)% 44*34 (IV) 

4RT 444 Slfarm 47 4414 4R4 |4 4R3FT 4RPR 

4^gRT "4747 hfcr 474774 2R, 4RC” 47 1999- 
2000 ft 2001-2002 447 % 4R faafRT 4ftf ft 

fill) faHfdfistd flftf % 44)4 T^ft |4 344 amsHf % 

aaftsma' ^faafm 4Rft) aaftr :— 

(i) 4R faaffmft 444 ft ?mr 477 fftmur 4447 

444ft 474 477 l?ftmR4Rft ft %4 WT 
9W 'rirtt aar 74 

ft [ro 4-rjit fftaft far* *47447 aft 

af t; 

(ii) 4R fftaffRtft 77444 4R faak'h aaft ft 
fthfr aaaar 44ft aft fmftftr aafa ft ERra 
am 11 ft) rtort (5) ft fefftfftR 
fftftr 441 sraaT 441 ft ?rfa 4 i sa traar 

RWT ft fifRT cRft4ft ft -Rlftf Ma (#4R- 

3RTf|W, ?F?4T fftft) ^4 4FJ 

STTfa ft ^4 ft am T4T SFRfaa 

ft ftRR) 44 f'T44T 4fT 45T4T ?ia4T 

spir 4TT4T aftrr; 

(iii) 4? srftKRPTT fftftY 44 ft aT4 ft 444 ft 
474 aff g>?ft, 3fr {ft 4.r<i4Rft am RTW 
44T ?Tfft4T4 R4 4T fE 44T TR{4R 

iR=r 4 R fftaftmft ft a|44ft ftf aifftr ft 
fan aiftfftsf 4|f |t aar 44 anfraiT ft 
ftfta ft amt ft ftRT-nfftmrft aff m) RTcfY 

(iv) ^ 7 ; faaffmT 4T44R afafftaa, 1 96 1 

ft a744141 ft 444R 4447 5774 f44Tftf 
f44fft4 44 ft 7TT44R arfaTTft ft 4457 

TT^T 4R4T; 
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UTm : Wa 13 , 2002 /^ 23,1924 


(5) t TTftrat 

kk qfcawfaat ama ^5Jff akr saw 
ansa m ? gr -jfTT7>fr 1 


[srfaaaaT a. 6/2002/^T. a. 197/ 201/2001- 

mw 7 ; fa. -1] 
irvf. 'ft. >75. faatT, aar afaa 
N;w Delhi, the 17tli January, 2002 
(INCOME TAX) 

S.O. 1198.—In exercise of the powers conferred 
by the sub-clause (iv) of clause (23C) of section 10 of 
the Income-tax Aci, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Cential 
Government hcieby notifies the ‘Bala Mandir Kamaraj, 
Trust, Chennai ’’for the purpose of the said sub-clause 
for the assessment year 1999-2000 to 2001-2002 sub¬ 
ject to the following conditions, namely :— 

(i) the asscsscc will apply its income, or accumu¬ 
late for application wholly and exclusively 
to the objects for which it is established; 

(ii) the asseessce will not invest or deposit its funds 

(other thin voluntry contributions received 
and maintained in the form of jewellery, fur¬ 
niture etc.) for any period during the pre¬ 
vious years relevant to the assessment years 
mentioned above otherwise than in any 
one of the forms or modes specified in sub¬ 
section (5) of Section 11; 

(iii) this notification will not apply in relation to 
any income being ^profits and grains of 
business, unless the business is incidental 
to the attainment of the objectives of the 
asses ee and separate books of accounts are 
maintained in respect of such business 

(iv) the asseessee will regularly file its return of 
mcome before the income-tax authority in 
accordance with.the provisions of the income- 
tax Act, 1961. 

(v) that in the event of dissolution, it surplus 
and the assets will be given to a charitable 
organization with similar objectives. 

lN otification No. 6/2002/F.No. 197/201/200I-ITA-1] 
I.P.S. BINDRA, Under Secy. 

af feat, 30 3 R 5 R), 2002 

1199:—srmtt afafaaa, 19&1 (i 9 ci- 
- *PT 43 ) ^ OT 7 T 10 % ^ ( 23 ) 5 TO STStT 

afaaaT atr fern aka ftr %arm aaatrr pa^am 
“p^t aaa arfar ?fear, af feat” aa 2002-03 % 
2004 -os aa; % aa fa aka arf % faafa*afafka 
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am % rata fer fp, aaa ama % safeara afa- 
ataal I, aafa:— 

(i) amfasrffeff "3aa?f arm a?r feraTa aaar 
137 #) 3TTT a?T feanH afe % faa 
aaatT TRaa m aatTT % TTBEPT fe 
aaa ma ( 23 ) sm aar-aatfaa am 11 

aft iTTSriTT ( 2 ) T'TT ( 3 ) % TT'TJT % 

3T^r paaar aai ^aarmrr aa afem % 
faq sfkrrr, faaat faq saarf Hrmt aa 

a# I, 

(ii) T7 faaffefr MT-aftafeta atT faaka 
aat a aaa qaaaf aaf art ffefr at aafsr 
at afea am II at aaam ( 5 ) a fafa- 
fea ffefr oat aaar pat a afsrar an sraar 
fern a fam akaa a aaart fafa (fea- 
aat%7ra a.afa~ aaarr fatat aw aa$, 
fair aaaaa fe ( 23 ) % maf aaajar % 
3tata aft ?ra afa^faa fatvr ara, % aa 
Jr area aar mmara Jr ^afeta; aaaia 
a fea) an faaar afr aknr spaa, aa 
aaT aft attar a%ar , 

(iii) aTtfaatftaf ana aaafr art fatal at area; 
a apaft aia % fatal am atT afaata 
staa a aa® fatal ^a'rfacpaa aaaT atai 
art aaanr % aanaT^t atkrr; aft, 

(iv) aa afaaaar fatat ^at aw % aaa Jr 
ara aar atat, atfat atrfrart a aaa ara 
aar stfaara at aa aa fa? ^ar ahtfart 
aaa av-faatfafr % aaami aft arfta % 
fao; arafaat aat fr aar aa atTfrart % 
aaa Jr aaa a ammkaaaa aat ^at mar 

1 

[afafaar a. 10/2002/TT.a. 196/2/2002-aT. 

air.fa.-I] 
aTf.at.tra fam, aat afaa 

New Delhi, the 30th January, 2002 
(INCOME TAX) 

S.O. 1199.—In exercise of the powers conferred 
by clause (23) of Section 10 of the Income Tax Act, 
1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Government hereby 
notifies the “Aero Club of India, New Delhi” for the 
purpose of the said clause for assessment years 2002-03 
to 2004-05 subject to the following conditions 
namely :— 

(i) the assessee will apply its income, or accu¬ 
mulate it for application, in consonance with 
the provisions of sub-sections (2) and (3) of 
Section 11 as modified by the said clause (23) 




3504 THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : APRIL 13, 2002/ CHA1TRA 23, 1924 


for such accumulation wholly and exclusively 
to the objects for which it is established. 

(ii) the assessee will not invest or deposit its 
funds (other than voluntary contributions 
received and maintained in the form of 
jewellery, furniture or any other article as 
may be notified by the Board under the third 
provision to the aforesaid clause (23) for any 
period during the previous years relevant to 
the assessment years mentioned above other¬ 
wise than in any one or more of the forms or 
modes) specified in sub-section 5) of Section 11. 

(iii) the assessee will not distribute any part of its 
income in any manner to its members except 
as grants to any association or institution 
affiliated to it; and 

(iv) this notification will not apply in relation to 
any income, being profits and gains of busi¬ 
ness, unless the business is incidental to the 
attainments of the objectives of the assessee 
and separate books of accounts are main¬ 
tained in respect of such business. 

[Nni'biticn N>. 10/20J2/F. No. 196/2/2002-ITA-J] 
I, P. S. BINDRA, Under Secy. 

31 2002 

(arPm) 

TT.3TT. 1200.—3nw arfsfFpPT, 1961 ( 1961 
TT 43) Tt ETTCT 10 % ( 23T) % 3T 5TT (v) 

stct spttT srfopff tt jpfpr TTTgtT, 
tRRSTTT ''arrr mfcftar srfa faRTm, mrem, 

T> 1990-91 ?r 1992-93 TT TT FrsrfTT spff % 
farr Wf % 3TsfpT fT W STT % 

spft^prrsT srfsrgfarr ttt) :— 

(i) TT PwffTrft TTTf 3TPT Tt fTTJTRT 3JW 

ttt) 3ppt tt tt? % Ftp ^ttt 

T T?TT FrT Ft? STTf WRT Tt 

»? 

(ii) tt Fratftfft tpttt tt FrsfrwfTf ? 
tt’RT ttt to FptF «ft srrfj % trt? 

U7TT 11 TT 3WTTT ( 5) F FtFtF^ FfTft 
traf7 31W ? irfcTT ST TTTT cTfrTt ? 

Ffp? TTTTT % TRTT FtFt ( #err-WffTPT, 
TTfTv 3pTTT fTTt 3pq 9RTT Sflfh T TT 
if TTT C T TTT 'spTTfgTT TTfrST sfSRT? ? 
fi+FT) TT Frt5T TTt TTOT TT3T TTT 
TTTT H%TT, 

(iii) arfsrf^TT Ffrft anr % mzr h 
TPT Tff ?[Pff, TtfT TTfFnrT ? 5rm=T Tl? 


[Pari II —Sec. 3(ii>) 

gpsiT srfspTTR ?T WSTrPF % ?m TTTTfp- 
aTT TT FmffTTt % TT TTpT % 

Ftp; srprfhT ttt ft ttt Ft ttttttt % 

T? oT it SPTT FT TTTT 'TFtTT? Tft T^lf 
TPTT ft, 

(iv) tt Fraffrrt amirr srfaFTT?, i96i % 
5TTT*JRf % 3RTVTT Wt 3TT?T Fr^TT Fr- 
Fr q- strtt jrrFrTrfT % mtj tttt 
TTR, 

(v) FrTT TO F«tFt it arFtFTT TTfw 3ftT 
qf^^tqFnrr tttt tttrt tut otr ttst 

Tt % Tt ^rifiTt i 

[3Tf?F5TTT T. 12 / 2002 /TT.T. 197/228/2001- 

RTiTtrr-I] 

snrf ft.fiT. fr^sr, 3 rt tFtt 
New Delhi, the 31st January, 2002 
(INCOME TAX) 

S.O. 1200.—In exercise of the powers conferred 
by the sub-clause (v) of clause (23C) of Section 10 of 
the Income Tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central 
Government hereby notifies the “Arch Diocese of 
Trivandrum, Pattom, Trivandrum” for the purpose 
of the said sub-clause for the assessment years 
1990-91 to 1992-93 subject to the following conditions, 
namely: — 

(i) the assessee will apply its income, or accu¬ 
mulate for application, wholly and exclusi¬ 
vely to the objects for which it is established, 

(ii) the assessee will not invest or deposit its 
funds (other than voluntary contributions 
received and maintained in the form of jewel¬ 
lery, furniture etc.) for any period during the 
previous years relevant to the assessment 
years mentioned above otherwise than in any 
one or more of the forms or modes specified 
in sub-section (5) of Section 11. 

(iii) this notification will not apply in relation to 
any income being profits and gains of business, 
unless the business is incidental to the attain¬ 
ment of the objectives of the assessee and 
separate books of accounts are maintained in 
respect of such business; 

(iv) the assessee will regularly file its return of 
income before the Income Tax authority in 
accordance with the provisions of the Income 
Tax Act, 1961, 

(v) that in the event of dissolution, it is surplus 
and the assets will be given to a charitable 
organisation with similar objectives. 

(Notification No. 12/2002/F. No. 197/228/2001-1TA-I] 
I. P. S. BINDRA, Under Secy. 



[*mrTI—(;!;] 


: vstv 


' 3 - 2002/% 2 . 1,1024 


Tf 31 of*T2 002 


(arBTT':) 

spf.3fT. 120 1—.art^t aTfsrfauM, 1961 (1961 

tt 43) t! srr<( io % 'is ( 23 P) % prere (v) 
?ra sr^tT mftcfjff tf tpfm ttt §t %-fto *pptt 
T rf STITT "sff m^PPFUiT arf^RJf TThTTfi, Tmf” TT 
1992-93 T 1994-95 ?TT % TTfacrflM Tdf % fad; 
f^fifeferT SRf!% sr'jtTT t^T P ^ '5'T^ % T9T- 
sfttt srfsrerfTT T'cfti, 3 pm:— 

(i) tt faafirrft Tt stf? tt s^rpt spraT 

an 3 ! tt tt;t % fp stttt 

^if?r yrRrtiT rRT 3TT«f?r*ir tjm % 

faq; tW fofPir fp ^-^rffr ^srrq-^rr # 

*rf t , 

(ii) TT fasrffTrff RWTcT tr ferfr^r Pf % 

#ns pwf wf tt fsRrt €t arrfsr % 

am II tT wjRcr ( 5 ) it M^cr f%rft 

op sfspTT trsp % arfap iv fifrU 

% f<TP ?r-ctctf IT -PUT 3fPT fafe (TT~- 
P'Tif^TRT, pffpr ar^m frtft spr 1 
arife % tt fr uw ttf arTtfsre stfssr 
5T5KFT % f*T«T) TT fnUT ppT T^»TT 3fW 
3% ^fiT Tff TT3T TT%fiT, 

(iri) *r? affa^i feft oat ara % aasr ir 
vTia aft star, arfa prftaiR % strt ara 
aai arfw* ft ^ aa fa oar T.fmr 
•ng *sx faa^Mt % paoft at srrfar % 
fao araftp aft ft aar fi/h % 

aaa a spFr % aar-aftaarf aft pft 
aiat ft; 

(iv) as faatfaft ariaas arfafaaa, 1901 % 
arasrrat a araa.t aaat ana faaaat faa- 
faaaa % a-,aa~ arfaa.fr a aasr a;iar 
afar; 

- (v) atmaat % fspaa ar fsafa ir aftrnaa 
r.faat ms qffarqfaaf aara paaff air 
srara snrca at ^ at apat i 

[srfsppar a. i 6 / 2002 far.a. i9 7/4 5/2ooo-3TTaas 

fa.-I] 

3TTf.at.oa.faarr, aas afaa 
New Delh>, the 31st January, 2002 
(INCOME TAX) 

S.O. 1201.—In exercise of the powers conferred 
by the sub-clause (v) of clause (23C) of Section 10 of 
the Income Tax Act., 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central 
1072 GI/2C02—3 
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Government hereby notifies the “Sr Guruvaycorap- 
pan Asthika Samajam, Chennai” for the purpose cf 
the said sub-clause far the assessment years 1992-93 
to i 994-95 subject to the following conditions, namely:— 

(i) the assessee will apply its income, or accu¬ 
mulate for application, wholly and exclusi¬ 
vely to the objects for which it is established: 

(ii) the assessee will not invest or deposit 
funds (other than voluntary contributions 
received and maintained in the form of jewel¬ 
lery, furniture etc.) for any period during the 
previous years relevant to the assessment 
years mentioned above otherwise than in any 
one or more of the forms or modes specified 
in sub-section (5) of Section 11; 

(iii) this notification wiil not apply in relation to 
any income being profits and gains of business, 
unless the business Is incidental to the attain¬ 
ment of the objectives of the assessee and 
separate books of accounts are maintained in 
respect of such business: 

(iv) the assessee will regularly file its return cf 
income before the Income Tax authority in 
accordance with the provisions cf the Incc me 
Tax Act, 1961; 

(v) that in the event of dissolution, it surplus 
and the assets will be given to a charitable 
organisation with similar objectives. 

[Notification No. 16/2002/F. No. 197/45/2000- 

ITA-I] 

I.P.S. BINDRA Under Secy. 

of forft, 31 PT4TV, 2002 
(3TPPT) 

TT.3TT.1202:—arfiTTT srfkfpPT, 1961 (l961 

TT 43) Tl STTT.T 10 % (2 3—*T) % TTT? 

(v) 5iTT TTcT TrfifTTl TT TTPT ftr 
rot Umpiu "f<f5 gwrt ttMt, TtTTRrr'' tT 
1999-2000 % 2001-2002 TTT % Tt; fTjfO>T Tdf 
% fcT(T Ttcff % STSTfa |h ^TTT 

% TTiPTiT 3TfTTf%q TTTT 3Tq% :— 

(i) fTcrffTcfr oTTTT 3TTT Tf ^%RT5T 3p4TT 
•3TTT srTT TT TT^T % fvT'T 

TOT ^TcfTT WTT STTPcFTT Tfi % 

fin7 TvTT fpT% fcT^ 5«TTq-p TT Tr| 

(ii) TT fadfTfl WTWrT TsferfTOT Tdf % TPTcf 
'JTpff Tf fTTT VTT STTftT % 

tTKT 11 W! ^TOTTT ( 5 ) T fr?ft 

TT 3TVT5ET TT % srftpp 3T'4Tr PCTTI % 
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fMr gfiAT Jr 33At Mg- (MT-ggrf|TT3, 
gjgNr apm fMft spg grg; grfg % gg 
Jr TT3 q-arr 3j3Tfag gtf%A MtPT3 % f«FT 

AT fuM Mr A^lt 3TTO7 M EgT Ml 

ATgr g%gr; 

(iii) M gfa^TTT Mfr set % Mg Jr 

APT 3fr gPTT, ATfA ArTMTT % 31^3 ATE 

gr«rr srfMrg g> at ta fA Mt ArrWrT 
333 at fgaffTTi a gMMf at trrM % 
far TRtfnr gff fr 3 tt ft attMtt % 
Msr Jr srgg Jr Mrr-gfJgArp' Ml Mr 
tsrreft ft; 

(iv) at fgafiMf er-at srfsrfwr, i96i % 
srrggnff % gggn: apEft grgfMMt fgg- 
fgg gg Jr stitat snfsArct % ggsr grrM 
aMt; 

(v) MrrMt t? fM?g At fN% g gfgfTET 
gfer aTt qffgigfMf ggiggMwf ttJt 
ggfg gg-sg at % gt atMt i 

[arfg^Errg. 20 / 2002 /ET.g. i97/78/9 8-3rETAT 

ft.-I] 

arrf.gt.ttg. ftgrr, <st3 T gfM 

New Delhi, the 31st January, 2002 
(INCOME TAX) 

S.O. 1202.—In exercise of the powers conferred 
by the sub-clause (v) of clause (23C) of Section 10 of 
the Income Tax Act, .1961 (43 of 1961), the Central 
Government hereby notifies the “Hindu Satkar 
Samity, Kolkata” for the purpose of the said sub¬ 
clause for the assessment years 1999-2000 to 2001-2002 
subject to the following conditions, namely :— 

(i) the assessee will apply its income, or accu¬ 
mulate for application, wholly and exclusively 
to the objects for which it is established; 

(ii) the assessee will not invest or deposit its 
funds (other than voluntary contributions 
received and maintained in the form of jewel¬ 
lery, furniture etc.) for any period during the 
previous years relevant to the assessment 
years mentioned above otherwise than in any 
one or more of the forms of modes specified 
in sub-section (5) of Section 11; 

(iii) this notification will not apply in relation to 
any income being profits and gains of busi¬ 
ness, unless the business is incidental to the 
attainment of the objectives of the assessee 
and separate books of accounts are main¬ 
tained in respect of such business; 


(iv) the assessee will regularly file its return cf 
income before the Income Tax authority in 
accordance with the provisions cf the Income 
Tax Act. 1961: 

(v) that in the event of dissolut'on, it surplus and 
the assets will be given to a charitable organi¬ 
zation with similar objectives. 

[Notification No. 20/2002/F. No. 197/78/98- 

ITA-I ] 

1. P. S. BINDRA, Under Secy. 

M MM 31 2002 

(glTAT) 

at . art. 12 c 3 :—gTTT T gfgfMg, 19 e 1 (19 6 1 

AT 43) At 3TTT, 10 % M (23-3) % 3EM 

(iv) s*ttt ggfr grfgMl at Met eat |tr aMt 

ETAiT EcNSTT “feriTT 3if? ? wfrM, 

Moik” A> 1999-2000 3.2001-2002 3A % AT 

fggiTA Mt % fM ftMrrfM Mr % Mur tM 

|(T 343 .3EM A tMaM MMs Mf 
. srMp 

(i) AT fgsKkcfr an 3 AT MPHA apTNi 

ggM arrtr at Mpht aM % fM 3 eat 
3333 ygggr 3 «n arggrggr 33 % 

■ - ftp aMt fMt? fgn sgM T*mgr at 

gf 

(ii) AT fgaifMt 3TW A’T fqrkq- Mf if 

Mr 33 Mf Ml at fMft arMr % grog 
giTT 11 aT 3WTTr (5) Jrfgfnfgtg %gi' 

r.A spstAr OA 3 Mta M 3^,7 MiAT % 
frog qf.-Af 3 ' TEA'i fofg (M'T-AAiffT13, 
A3i3T 3,-gAi fimT 5pg gr| 3pfg ^ pip 
TT3 cW i-AAfeq TpfsEA Mgig 3 
fv-g) at f'T'k Mgr gggr 3% 

ATT o#r AT3T3%gT; 

(iii) M gfgwrr fMfr pgi gig % Mg A 

apt g-fi fpft, AifA aiMtt Jr gpq grg 

3TT srfETrT g> 33 3A fA APrMfT 

343 at fgaffccfr % 3 MMt Ei grfk % 
fgp srpgfgA gfr ft 3Tf pJr Arf.grr % 
Mg t srAg g % j rr-'jfTnTnt ggf Mi 
ArTi gf; 

(iv) AT fggifMr sTToAT aifyfnAg, 1961 % 
gigg ( gf % srggrT gMr spg fM'Mf fg r- 
fgg gg g arrgAT trrfuA,ff % guT Arfpr 
aM; 
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(v) fmzit $ ffariR ^ ffafa ir srfaffair Trfsfar 
RR Cff%rqffj^r RRTR Rlfafa RI% sfafa 
w>r fa % fa snfafa 1 

[srfq-^fmET. 1 i /2 002 / c bt.r. 197/6 3/200 l-sriwr- 

fa.-I] 

srrl. 'TT .rrR . fa?^, 3TRT RTRI 
New Delhi, the 31st January, 2002 


TT^gT^T fafarzR 3RfaR ^ farffa itr- 

R§ ffafa” fa 1995-96 R 1997-98 RI> % 377 fafa- 

VU] qfa % fapT favRfarfaR sfaf % Wfa Tiler |0 

Rth RRgfa % RRfaRTR Rfafafaf IRfa t, R4fa :— 

(i) ir fRyifafa ml rr it ifaRiR r*rt 
RR fa rti m srtrtr ifa % fan m3 
g'w ^enn rit rrrurt tr fafaf % 
faq fair faR% fan. ^Rfa ?ifrt fa fa 


(INCOME TAX) 

S.O. 1203.—In exercise of the powers conferred 
by the Sub-clause (iv) of'clause (23C) of Section 10 of 
the Income Tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central 
Government hereby notifies the “Divine Light Trust 
for the Blind, Bangalore” for the purpose of the said 
Sub-clause for the assessment years 1999-2000 to 
2001-2002 subject to the following conditions, namely : 

(i) the assessee will apply its income, or accu¬ 
mulate for application, wholly and exclusively 
to the objects for which it is established 

(ii) the assessee will not invest or deposit its 
funds (other than voluntary contributions 
received and maintained in the form of jewel¬ 
lery, furniture etc.) for any period during the 
previous years relevant to the assessment 
years mentioned above otherwise than in any 
one or more of the forms or modes specified 
in sub-section (5) of Section 11; 

(iii) this notification will not apply in relation to 
any income being profits and gains of busi¬ 
ness, unless the business is incidental to the 
attainment of the objectives of the assessee 
and separate books of accounts are main¬ 
tained in lespect of such business; 

(iv) the assessee will regularly file its return of 
income before the Income Tax authority in 
accordance with the provisions of the Income 
Tax Act, 1961; 

(v) that in the event of dissolution, it surplus and 
the assets will be given to a charitable organi¬ 
zation with similar objectives, 

[ Notification No. 11/2002/F. No. 197/63/2001- 

1TA-I ] 

I. P. S. BINDRA, Under Secy. 

far fmfa, 3iRRifa, 2002 

(rrir) 

sfrr.srr. 1204 .—fafam, 1961 (1961 
n 43 ) 4 ft aiTt, 10 % ( 23 -fa (tv) 

1TTT IIR IT RIFT ifa |t> qffafa rRRTR 


(ii) ir faraiffaT RfafR it fasifan ml % 
faTR fa afa efaf fa fafa fa Rlfa I faTTR 

9RT 11 fa RIRTTI ( 5 ) if fafaffaT fofa 
01 : mw\ pi1 Rfai <fa mm farfa it 
f*ra afafa r rrit fafa (iir-iirffaiR, 
itrr rw fifa r-r mi mfe % m 
ii RFR IRT RBTfacT fa fatal R3RR R 
fan) it ffai fair fan mm far w 
farirrnrRfaiT; 

(iii) if fasnpRT fifa fifa rft i fat* ii 
rt\ far fafa, farfi irt-ttt r rfr rtr 
R4T 5rf-»TcTT^T fa 3R H fa fan IRRR 
3th ITT fagrfafa %■ fafar fa mffa % 
fa^ ufafu far fa mi hfa utrr % 
rAr n min it faar-fafaRfa faf Rfa ntfa 

fa ; 

(iv) it firfafafa ririt fafm 1 se 1 1 

5TRS1RT % R6RR Rlfa RTI falRRfa ffar- 

<5 

faR r shut uiftririfa % rur 

fam ; 

(v) Bfarfar % fmRT fa faqfa 1 fafaiR 
Ttfafa far faRpfanfa RAFT fafal ifa 
smfa BIRR fa ^ fa RTPfa I 

[fa'J^RRT R. 1 3/2002/tfiT.R. 19 7/20 5/2001- 

RFRR fa. -I] 

RTf. fa. tiR. fa?ST, RRT RfRR 

New Delhi, the 31st January, 2002 
(INCOME TAX) 

S.O. 1204.—In exercise of the powers conferred 
by the sub-clause (iv) of clause (23C) of Section 10 
of the Income Tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central 
Government hereby notifies the “Railway Minister’s 
Welfare & Relief Fund, New Delhi” for the purpose 
of the said Sub-clause for the assessment years 1995- 
96 to 1997-98 subject to the following conditions, 
namely : 

(i) the assessee will apply its income, or accu¬ 
mulate for application, wholly and exclu¬ 
sively to the objects for which it is established; 
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fw srfwnr sp? ?rrr fa> srtprk 
^ rr frraff?xft % # STfcr % 

^mfmr mr tjfr xrCimx % 

it 3?mr tt tmT-ffFTfrrri wr ^rraY 

?r- 

(iv) snc first frcft srrwr rrfyfimr, 1961 % 
prutat % rmrrr ?mft ?tpt fasmfrfiTT- 
ftpr t rnwr snfPFPrct % ’tf&t 
k^TT ; 


(ii) the assessee wT! not invent or duposU its 
funds (other than voluntary contributions 
received and maintained in the form of jevvel- 
Lry, furniture etc.) for any period during the 
previous years relevant to the assessment 
years mentioned above otherwise than in any 
one or more of the forms or modes specified 
in sub-Section (5) of Section 11; 

(iii) this notification will not apply in relotion to 
any income being profits anc! gains of business 
unless the business is incidental to the attain¬ 
ment of the objectives of the assessee and 
separate books of accounts are maintained in 
respect of such business; 

(iv) the assossee will regularly file its return of 
income before the Income Tax authority in 
accordance with the provisions of the Income 
Tax Act, 196!; 

(v) that in the event of dissolution, it surplus and 
the assets will be given to a charitable organi¬ 
zation with similar objectives. 

[Notificaton No. 13/2002/F. No. 197/205/2001- 

ITA-I ] 

I. P. S. BINDRA, Under Secy. 

Tf 31 ^FT(V, 2002 

(kwp) 

qrr.srr. 1205 .—pttbt srfyfam, 1901 (i96i 
?bt 43 ) ¥1 am 10 t ( 23 -F) % ^7 (iv) 
am wftw'f FTT sum stmr §0 % 7 3Pt rmpir 

PsRSRT “Fm 7 F.ff ’TT5F t>3 Brf femr” 

Ffr 2000-2001 2002-2003 : rB % XX fx/xx 

wf % fam. fFR-fa-feF rurf x mfk mr |t> ^pb 
% a wfsrgfm sEccfr *r*tTa:— 

(i) 'PTgffm. r sttb) mx rrr ^¥%RTvr mm 

STR FTT * 7% FP-r FTF % frrtr gropr 

rigm ^ 1^41 m-; "Mwqr m % 

fop sjmrr f3R% HP fiyar/r *rf 

3- • 

<? 1 

(ii) fh first jfrcfr 3m bp xx fitskvt m‘f t 

ttmr ml x) fam '■ft mrfij % 

sffior am 11 Trram ( 5 ) if 

fiprfr p=P mm ’T wfsnp 5F mm 
piM # fcra ermfir # step) firfcr (^m- 
'PaN -7 mm firm mm mg 
?nfir T m F am orar mmfeig 

rfitlPFT # fvrvt) RTT fififiT Hsflr : pklT mm 
"ik w Ffl mm q%rr ; 

(iii) Ff srfsrrpnr fmt psY mw % Am % 
orro xfr ffift, mfe xplmx # mm mw 


(v) ATRFret % rmtm # fcafer n 
Trftrr^rr ?rk hapt 

OTf4 ^ ?r mppf I 

[srfeppvTT . 14/2002/^1.^. 197/10/2 002-snw 7 

fir.-I] 

3 4T§. qf. OF. TTi'T, ?R7 xfm 
New Delhi, the 31st January, 2002 
(INCOME TAX) 

S.O. 1205.—In exercise of the powers conferred 
by the Sub-clause (iv) of clause (23-C) of Section 10 of 
the Income Tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central 
Government hereby notifies the “Centre for Science 
& Environment, New Delhi” for the purpose of the 
said Sub-clause lor the assessment years 2000-2001 to 
2002-2003 subject to the following conditions, namely ; 

(i) the assessee will apply its income, or accu¬ 
mulate for application, wholly and exclusively 
to the objects for which it is established; 

(ii) the assessee will not invest or deposit its 
funds (other than voluntary contributions 
received and maintained in the form of jewell¬ 
ery, furniture etc.) for any period during the 
previous years relevant to the assessment 
years mentioned above otherwise than in any 
one or more of the forms or modes specified 
in Sub-section (5) of Section 11; 

(iii) this notification will not apply in relation to 
any income being profits and gains of busi¬ 
ness, unless the business is incidental to the 
attainment of the objectives of the assessee 
and separate books of accounts are maintained 
in respect of such business; 

(iv) the assessee will regularly file its return of 
income before the Income Tax authority in 
accordance with the provisions of the Income 
Tax Act, 1961; 

(v) that in the event of dissolution, it surplus and 
the assets will be given to a charitable organi¬ 
zation with similar objectives. 

[Notification No. 14/2002/F. Nc. -197/10/2002- 

ITA-I ] 

i. P. S. BINDRA, Under Secy. 
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[sift II—% 3 (ii)] rtcu ur rrur: ru^ 

Rf fUwtY, 3 1 RRT<Y 2 0 02 
( *3 iMuR ) 


13, 2002/% 23,1924 

awami Aiyar Foundation, Chennai” for the purpose 
of the said sub-clause for the assessment years 3 996- 
97 to 1998-99 subject to the following conditions, 


ur.rt. 1206.—rtrur rMurr, tost (i 96 i 
ur 43) % sira 10% ’ 3 ^{ 23 !t) % rr^'r (iv) 
sra UUR RfRRT UR 3 UR URR go %?sYr RRURT 
q%sra “ft rY.uY. ttrirutrY mr< uvtr'Irr, ratf” 
Ub 1996-97 R 1998-99 RUT UR fRqfra Rbf % 

fraRfatgR snff % urabr Tgb §q rr; tub % ubiRRTR 

RftRjfiuR urrY |, 3trYr : — 


(i) ur; fbatfbRb RRub rtu ur qbuRTR 

RRub rir ur ^rYrtr urr % fbrq RRUR 
tiw TRRRT RRt UpRRRRT RR RljsbY % 
ft-P? UibRT fbfR% fUR qRTb FUlUfil ft Rf 

I; 


(ii) ur braifefr rurr; ur fRaran ruY r 
rrr quuRt rat ub fubY bY Rufy % s/ttir 
ara 11 ft RFsra ( 5 ) it fbfRf<RR fbbY 
out mm or % Rfyur sb mm ufiub r 
fbR rOur % gw Msr (RRT-RRTfgRTR, 
rrtrt mm feb mt raj srrfe % ru b 

URR RUT RRTfsiR RUfRsR RRRTR R f#Tvl) 

ur faisr Rgf urbrr mm 3ir w ^ 

URUT R 5 


urt ; 

(iii) Rf afer^ra fumb pbr stir % mm b 
"TFT Rtf 7 ?>fr, bYfu? urCYrk r ara rtr 
rrt tjfRisr |T rr rut fur pgr urtYuk 
rrt uk fRsbfidY % g|wf ub urfuT % 
fbq utrTrr uff gb rrt fib urYYur % 
bub b rrr b fpiT uferuRfi uff vft 
RraYgb ; 


namely :— 

(i) the assessee will apply its income, or accu¬ 
mulate for application, wholly and exclusively 
to the objects for which it is established; 

(ii) the assessee will not invest or deposit its 
funds (other than voluntary contributions 
received and maintained in the form of jewel¬ 
lery, furniture etc.) for any period during the 
previous years relevant to the assessment 
years mentioned above otherwise than in any 
one or more of the forms or modes specified 
in sub-section (5) of Section 11; 

(iii) this notification will not apply in relation to 
any income being profits and gains of busi¬ 
ness. unless the business is incidental to the 
attainment of the objectives of the assessee 
and separate books of accounts are main¬ 
tained in respect of such business; 

(iv) the assessee will regularly file its return of 
income before the Income Tax authority in 
accordance with the provisions of the Income 
Tax Act, 196!; 

(v) that in the event of dissolution, it surplus and 
the assets will be givpn to a charitable organi¬ 
zation with similar objectives. 

[Notification No. 15/2002/F. No. 197/223/2001- 

ITA-I ] 

I. P. S. BINDRA, Under Secy. 
Rf feral, 31 wfi, 2002 


(iv) ur brabfibY rtrur: rMrrr, 19g 1 % 

U PUT TUT % RnRR RRY SIR fWRU IbqflR 
¥1 b RTRUR urf/jURR R RRIST <?,Tra UtYrt ; 

(v) feRUR UR ftqffT b ufufira RfsRt bit 

ufWRfbRt RRPT Rlbr cCUR RTRR 

ubb ubraquY 1 


UR.UfT. 1207.—SfRMR: RfyfuRR, 1961 (l961 

ur 43 ) ub srra 10 % bR (23 r) % rr jrr (iv) 

ira RUW RfRRf UR RRFT URR |R %RR RTRTT 

tlRRira "RTRTuff RfRR b?RR, U2RT" UTT 199 5-96 
b 1997-98 UR RT fbbrar RUT % FrR fbFTIRfRR 
uibf % Ref tr trr |o; ra; % ir'tsrtr RfegfRd 
URRt I, RRTR :— 


[Rfsrg/RUT b. 15 / 2002 /Rr.b. 197 / 223 / 2001 - 

Rifbm-I] 

Rif.uY.qR. fbra, mx rTru 
Nev; Delhi, the 31st January, 2002 


(i) ur fbsrrfbfY RRub smr ur ^rrtr mm 

RRUb RIR UR tbURTR U?TR % fRtr 
RRRfi URURT RUT RRRTUT RR R^RTT % 
Rrt rtr fRR% fbq- ^rur ?rturt u?b urf 


(INCOME TAX) 

S.O. 1206.—In exercise of the powers conferred 
by the sub-eiause (iv) of clause f/23C) of Section 10 
of the Income Tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central 
Government hereby notifies the “The C. F. Rama- 


(ii) UR fumfCRT RRRRl UR fRRfTR URT R 

rrr URubr rr! % fuRb bY Rqfy b utttr 
RRT 11 ub RTcTiRT (5) b MrIuR fRRT 
RR RURT FT R rFrui RR RRRT abiUR R 
fwvr Rbub R RRUb fufif (RUR-'RUlF^R!R, 
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9i4f47 4441 f%4t 7F4 474; mfe % 49 
Jr SIR 44T 3ET?T^fePRr 74f^4 44T444 4 
f'4vT) 99 f44W 4ff %79T 4444 474 '3PTT 
4ff T74T 4%44 ; 

(iii) 4f ?ifsfgj49r f%4t qtft sn4 % tpto Jr 

TT4 4ft f>fV, %tf% 9971447 4 $trt 4T4 
944 srfmrrTr ft 44 9T f% 1744 997(447 
44 ; 47 f^mfTcfi % 99 mfR % 

fm* rmrfnr 4ft ft wr tpr 9971447 % 
7444 Jr rrr 4 §pj r 4ft vts 

444% ft ; 

(iv) 97 f^affrrfr ¥1497 4M444, 1961 Jr 

sriwtmt % 44/447 ?mr 449 f^T^r f^rm 

4 TmrTT snfsrTTfr % 49 st titf ^Jrrr; 

(v) fTTRT 4ft fRrfrr Jr 9fcrf79i Tifmff 9T7 
pfwqfmrt 4944 Tfwt 4rJr mrm 4939 
9 % % Tt'jrPEft i 

[^rfar^fnrf. 17 / 2002 /^.^. i97/3/2002-?rrf??Pt-I] 
ml. 9%. F 4 . fmsT, 497 4f99 

New Delhi, the 31st January, 2002 
(INCOME TAX) 

S.O. 1207.—In exercise of the powers conferred 
by the sub-clause (iv) of clause (23C) of section 10 
of the Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central 
Government hereby notifies the ‘Balaji Utthan Sans- 
than, Patna” for the purpose of the said sub-clause 
for the assessment years 1995-96 to 1997-98 subject 
to the following conditions, namely :— 

(i) the assessee will apply its income, or accu¬ 
mulate for application, wholly and exclusi¬ 
vely to the objects for which it is established; 

(ii) the assessee will not invent or deposit its 
funds (other than voluntary contributions 
received and maintained in the form of 
jewellery, furniture etc.) for any period dtiring 
the previous years relevant to the assessment 
years mentioned above other wise than in 
any one or more of the forms or modes 
specified in sub-section (5) of Section 11; 

(iii) this notification will not apply in relation to 
any income bung profits and gains of busi¬ 
ness, unless the business is incidental to the 
attainment of the objectives of the assessment 
and separate books of accounts arc maintained 
in respect of such business. 

(iv) the assessee will regularly file its return of 
incomi before the Income-tax authority in 
accordance with the provisions of the Income- 

. A . 1951. 


(v) that in the event of dissolution, it surplus 
and the assets will be given to a charitable 
organization with similar objectives. 

[Notification No. 17/2002/F.No. 197/3/2002-IT A-1] 
I. P. S. BINDRA, Under Sccy. 

4% 31 4497%, 2002 

(TOT) 

99.44. 1208:—44947 1961 ( 1961 

99 43 ) 9% ST474 10% (2 3-p) % 49%9(iv) 

5T74 SPTfr vrferr 99 SHIFT 9TT4 94 %^q. 

47999474 " 9 N 94 4n%fmr 997 47949 tmuru 

dfodold/' %T 1998-99 2000-2001 49> % 9 T 7 

449179 99T % f%F fmTfsTfef Wf % 4944 7f% 
erF 49%9 % THfTsrdTF 4f¥fif94 9Rrft |, 49f9 :— 

(i) 4R fFcfrfFfr 449 % ttft 9t r ff t h 4994 

449% 449 99 R49T4 9574 % f49 4494 
9494 444 44X949r 49 4f?9% % 

fJpr 9%94 f%4% f%4 : 5499 744944 9% 4f 

(ii) 4R frrtfrfcf) 999/45 417 firarfrrr 94 % % 

449 j[49d% 99T %) f%4% 4% 44f% % 9T7T4 

4474 11 4 % 994471 ( 5 ) Jr f% 4 % 

TF 4441 mp % =trfsr4> 94 4441 97T%T % 

fm cr%%f % RRfr firfa- (^-srmTfcicr, 
T4%4T TT«FTT f47fT TFT TTlfe % FT 
Jr TTTFT 5PTT i 44Tfi;Tcr 7#f%54T HTdlXlF € 
f%vr) 4n f4#5i dir 4lnr m^rt 4% mrr 
4ff 4R4T 4%’TT J 

(iii) 45 TrfdfiRnr f%4) fi%r tmr % xr-j Jr 

4T4 4ft f!4t, 4tf% 447)447 4 trim 4T4 

444 ?rf#r444 ft 44 44T fip F44 447t447 

445 4 R f44if7<ft % 4?Rft 44 4n r 4 % 
fJpx 4T4f44r 4f) ft 444 44 4KT4T7 % 
444 it 4444 it 4 4-Tf/ci a 11( 4ft 744 
4T4tfr; 

(iv) 457 f444f74> 41447 4f'af444, 196 1 % 
54444444 % 447T7 4>T4t 444 f4474t f%T- 
f%4 44 4 44467 4rfc4TT7t % 44&T 4434 
4iJ:44; 

(V) 4t444Jt % f4444 4% f74% it Tt'frrfVrF 
7lf44i 4T7 4f74f4fvr4'r 4444 e|m44 44% 
4414 4434 4T 4 4t 444?% i 

[4f4f44T4. I8/2OO2/44.4. 197/227/2001- 

414417 44. -Ij 

illi . 91 . 04 . 44X39, ¥47 4f%4 
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[wpt II—3 ( 11 )] 

New Delhi, the 31st January, 2002 
(INCOME TAX) 

S.O. 1208 .—111 exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-clause (iv) of clause (23C) of section 10 of 
the Income-tax Act. 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central 
Government hereby notifies the “Indian Council for 
Child Welfare, Tamil Nadu” for the purpose of the 
said sub-clause for the assessment years 1998-99 to. 
to 2000-2001 subject to the following conditions, 
namely :— 

(i) the assessee will apply its income, or accumu¬ 
late for application, wholly and exclusively 
to the objects for which it is established..; 

(ii) the assessee will not invest or deposit its 
funds (other than voluntary contributions 
received and maintained in the form of jewel¬ 
lery, furniture etc.) for any period during the 
previous years relevant to the assessment 
years mentioned above otherwise than in 
any one or more of the forms or modes speci¬ 
fied in sub-section (5) of Section 11; 

(iii) this notification will not apply in relation to 
any income being profits and gains of business, 
unless the business is incidental to the attain¬ 
ment of the objectives of the assessee and 
separate books of accounts are maintained 
in respect of such business. 

(iv) the assessee will regularly file its return of 
income before the Income-tax authority in 
accordance with the provisions of the Income- 
tax Act, 1961. 

(v) that in the event cf dissolution, it surplus 
and the assets will be given to a charitable 
organization with similar objectives. 

[Notification No. 18/2002/F. No. 197/227/2001-ITA-I] 
I. P- S. BINDRA, Under Sccy. 

TO fTOTO, 31 WTOTf, 2002 
(STripp?) 

to.sit. 1209:—stuhtt TOTOtto, i96i (1961 
tt 43) TO srm 10 % tars (23T) % to mr (iv) 
3T7T 94ri rifrUI I TO Md'hl j|tr ifPsfjq' WTTOT 

maqtm “TOfTOr t mtm, riTO” to 1993-94 

ft 1995-96 TOT TT fTOrfaw TOf % ftp fTOfpftp 

5Rff % sfsfrir to TOr % TOnrrft 

I, rTOw :— 

(i) TOC fTOrfftTO RRTO TOR TO CftftlCT XRrq-f 
siflTOT TOR TO sft-H Ip TON % ftp rpppy 
RRR'T ytrfUT TORT RTORcfRr PR TOgTOT % 
fcltr TORT ftp% ftp prof TOTRRT to) Rf f; 


(ii) tor fRgffpft TORfK tot fRpfror TOf p 
TO ^RRcff TO! TO fopt TO TOffa % TORTR 
put 11 TO treutt (5) p fTORfroro ftp) 
rto rrrt rto it pfaro 5 tt rrrt top TO p 
fpp pTOTO % PPTO fTOp (PTO-RRTffTTR, 

TORPR !IW fTOfr TOR RPJ Rift % PR 
if RTRT RRT TORtfWR TOTOTR if 

fpp) TO fRRR TO T^rr TORRT PP TOP 
Rf) TOTRT PTOTT, 

(iii) R| TOfegron frofr rpt tor % proa ir 
ptr TO fhft, 3 ft % rrirk rpr rtp 

TORT RfpPTR TO TOR Tot ft RPT toTOrTT 

■to tot fpsrrftfr % TO to TO RifTO % 
ftp nrnfoT rTO TO to rp toTOrr % 
pret it tort P tort RfftroE rTO to 
TORT TO> 

(iv) TOT fp'itfTO TOTRTOC SffsrftRP, 1961 % 
rtrrtrt % torpr totr) tor fTOrTO TOrTOr 

TO ft TORRT TifanTO % TOW TRTO 

tTOtt, 

(v) frouR TO froftt r pfaftro vtfTOr TOk 
qfrTOrffriir pptr TOto to pptr prpr 
TO ^ TO totrpt 1 

[TOsrfTOT TO 19 / 2002 /Tr.TO 197 / 220 / 2001 - 

to|TOr-I] 

wrf. TO. tur. fTOrr, qfqq- 

New Delhi, the 31st January, 2002 
(INCOME TAX) 

S.O. 1209—In exercise of the powers confe-vd 
by sub-clause (iv) of clause (23C) of section 10 of 
the Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 196!). the Central 
Governmeni hereby notifies the “Reaching the Un¬ 
reached, Madurai”' for the purpose of the said st.b- 
clause for the assessment years 1993-94 to 1995-96 
subject to the following conditions, namely :— 

(i) the assessee will apply its income, or accumu¬ 
late for application, wholly and exclusively o 
the objsets for which it is established: 

(ii) the assessee will not invest or depout its 
funds (other than voluntary contributions 
received and maintained in the form of jewel¬ 
lery, furniture etc.) for any period during the 
previous years relevant to the assessment 
years mentioned above otherwise than in 
any one or more of the forms or modes speci¬ 
fied in sub-section (5) of Section 11; 

(iii) this notification will not apply in relation to 
any income being profits and gains of business, 








mV*-, the u '..ines is incitni'e! 'o the .Wm- 
mont jf ihc rbj- ciivvs of ire aes.swc ar.d 
separate books of accounts arc maintained 
in r-'fp.vt of sneh business. 

(ivj the asscssee will regularly file its return of 
income before the Income-tax authority in 
accordance with the pvvHoiv of the Income- 
tax Act. 196!; 

(v) that in the event of dhsolu'ion. i's surplus 
and the assets will b.; given to a charitable 
o“ganizfd : on with similar obisCives. 

[Notification Mo. 19'2002/F.No. 197"120/200!-TTA-I1 
'.PS. B1NDRA, Under Secy. 

ft f fcvffi 6 9597%, 200 2 
(3119455) 

47 . W . 1210.—litw 7 ' 9%f999, 19 01 ( 1 9 6 1 

4 3) 4% S75T 10 % 99 ( 23) 9T5T 999 wfdchff 

^tt trtfbT 915 % fh %9%9 95475 9999745 ‘VtTif- 

3-959 %Tc 499, 4%9Tf459T9’ ’ 4% 199 3-94 % 1994-95 
9 =p rp 455 ml % firm fipprfirfer 99% % 

49% f9 799 % 995991 % 9559 % 

9479 :— 


film 9-9f%95 9?T 5T 991 99 975T9T T % 
999 % vr'i 9 99TT 'TftcTfPT 9sfii T»#t 
mricfr p i 

[9fisPl/94T9. 24/2002/911.%. 19 6/ I 0 / 2 OOO- 

919915 fir.-i] 

9Tf.9%.R9. fsFsr, 995 9fi99 

New Dc! ,- .i. 1 he 6th Fehnwv. 2002 

(INCOME TAXI 

S.O. 1210.— In eweise of the pawn - ? con¬ 
ferred by clause (23) cf S cti'-n 10 of the Income Tax 
Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Government 
hereby notifies (ho “KodaJkanal Boat Club, Kodai- 
kanal’’ for the purpose cf the said cl; use for assess¬ 
ment years 1993-94 <0 1994-95 subl et to the follow¬ 
ing conditions namely :-- 

(i) the astcsscc will apply ils : "comr. or accu¬ 
mulate it for application, in consonance 
with the provisions of sub-sec,.ions (21 and 
(3) of Section II as modified by the said 
clause (23) for such accumulation wholly 
and exclusively to the.objects for which it is 
established; 


(i) am-frmficfr 994 % wet 47 759997 vim t 

994% 579 m 754717 475% % fim 99<pr 
9999 79 947T % 9994 ?J[ 999 99 

( 23) 5T4T 99T9W%f%9 9771 1 1 4% tJWTTT 

( 2 \ sii T (a) % iwtTT % mam? cpffmT 
99T uTmrprT ^rr % f%0; 4%9T f%9% 

fsftT ^94% 59T99T 4% 9# I; 

(ji) 3TT fim/feft TT949 9R f49T97 9%! % 999 
cj/fenff 99T 4% f%9l vft 99f% % 9 % 9 T 9 
arfT 1 1 4% TT JT T T ( 5) 9 f%f%f%C7 %9t 
up V49T rr^F 9 ’-ffilF 79 9991 95149 
9 T99 95(49 9 994% f%f% [94T-94Tff5T9, 
mft5 T 9^91 f-9% 959 9~4 f44, 99949 
99 (2 3) % 9%94 T491/F % 9914 47% 

ST<1 f%9l 919, %r 97 if 9F9 

99 a X4/.fiiT9 54f%45 99919 9 fin'd] 

my f949 99f 4tf9T ?I99T 9% 991 99f 

4^591 9%’Tl; 

(ill) 491 f99ifivfl 79% 94791 49 fi4T9t 9l 

951% 9 79TT 5119 % f%91 919 49 9f9959 
793 9C99 f%4T 991(9994 9491 9591 
%1 949T4 % 319T91 991 41547; afk 


(ii) the assessoe will not invest or deposit i ts fund > 

(other than voluntaiT contributions received 
and maintained in the form of jewellery, 
furniture or any other article as may be 
notified by tho Board under tho third pro¬ 
vision to Ihc aforesaid clause (23) for any 
period during the px.vious y^ars relevant, 
to the assessment years mentioned above 
otherwise than in ar.y one or more of the 
fewms or modes sp v’ficd in fi'.bocction (5j 
of Section 11: 

(iii) the a.ssessee will not d’stribu'e any part of 

its income in any manner to its members 
except a.s grants ',0 any as.-oeku ior> o • insti- 
tu 10 r. a fill'd c(, to re; ar.d 

(iv) this notification will not apply in relation 1o 

any income, being profits and ga : n:> of 
business, unless the business is incidental 
to the attairanerds of tho objectives of the 
as.iessec ar.d separate be'oks of accounts 
am.- maintained in respect of such business. 

[Notification No. 24/2002/F.No. 196/10/2000-ITA-I] 
I. P. S. B1NDRA. Under Secy. 

9f f959T, 6 455951, 200 2 


(id) 79 ?lfisi5991 ftVTT 99T 919 % 999 9 5491 
991 9191, 9T f% 9'R1-9T5 9 919 919 
997 trfinvrvT £1 319 94 : f% 591 4741917 
949 455 f99lf59l % 9|99f 45% 94^9% 


(91995) 

47.357.1211.— -919455 9fisrf999, 1961 ( 1 96 1 
47 43) 4% 9T51 10 % (23) 3T51 999 

9f499f 451 99t<T 454% |5 %9T 1 954555 9999 ITT 



[hot II— 4 s 3 (ii)] 


: afsfw 13, 2002/49 23,1924 


WXZ IR Ttf^T fSR, +^T|+:nVl” ft 
1995-96# 1997-98 M % fT f’TSrRW f tf % %tr 
^icft % srjFT Tft gq 3f?r % sraffa- 


5TT«f srfargf^cT frrfr |, 57 * 7 % :— 

(i) SR-ftrsrfMt 3TTft SPR 5PT T7T 57*TfT 

srrft ?rnr fd fet^rm fTt % ftrr 

TTPPT #sppr OX 5TTT7 % #4TT f§ 3fTT 

tjs ( 23 ) §to jptt ^T^frfy-rT snn 11 ft 
3WTTT ( 2 ) srk ( 3 ) % 3fwr %?7fiTq- 

'jtcPTT TT*7T %XMM^X M TrgWf % %1T 
sf^Tn fa*# far f*nt mn ft *rf |; 

(ii) fr ft«rM 3 T pf^cT fT f^srm f*rf t 
*far ^fft? wf ft %€t tft srffsr % ^TTq- 

ETTTT 11 ft TTETTTT (5) t fsRfT 

trap ?r«m tnfr IT Sffaft 5*7 mix TTTtft 
t fa?r crffat t 3*rft Mr [tqT-TfrfgTPT, 
qpfNr?: spffT fa*ft mx fw, fa# 3f$Trr 
tfa ( 23 ) % tfat 'TTffrr % fti 
tax wfsr^farr fffirr Ttn, % **<7 # stfct 
tWt stfTfacr ?#p5©fr sT^rrsr % fa?r] a 
fttfr *#) frt*rr ?mr ^ sptt qff 

>#fT; 

(iii) fr ftsrfMt w% trsfaf ft fatr #T <rt% 

# ?*ft ?fT5r % fftt wr ftT *rff5Tf 
f*7# *Ott fftfr U#)f#Tn7rfi JJPT^T #TfT ft 
vx%*a % mx frfaT; 3 fa 

(iv) srftr^rr fwr ##) srnr % tret Jr 
tft fgf , *rt f% forfart % stitt 
fTtfT OXX fTfafTTW fT M M % q^TT 
spTfRn: TTT fT fasrffrt % sffaf ft 
TTffa % fro Tmftfr fgf ft rPfr ## 
spTfrarr % ttsr ir *rw*T % %*fT qfai+Tt 
fgf aix ^rt?fr ft 1 

[?rfEr^TTTr. - 27 / 2002 /^. w. 196 / 10 / 2000 - 

irTiRn: f?r.-i] 

?TTf. fr. w. f^T, ViM Trf=5R 

New Dellii, the 6th Feb/uary, 2002 

(INCOME TAX) 

S.O. 1111.—In exercise of the powers conferrd 
by clause (23) of section 10 of the Income Tax Act, 
1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Government hereby 
notifies the “Kodaikanal Boat and Rowing Club, 
Kodaikanal” for the purpose of the said clause foi 
assessment years 1995-96 to 1997-98 subject to the 
following conditions namely:— 

(i) the assessee will apply its income, ot accu¬ 
mulate it for application, in consonance 
1072 GI/2002—4 
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with the provisions of sub-scctiort ( 2 ) and 
(3) of Section 11 as modified by the said 
clause (23) for such accumulation wholly 
and exclusively to the objects for which it is 
established; 

(ii) the assessee will not invest or deposit its 
funds (other than voluntary contributions 
received and maintained in the form of 
jewellery, furniture or any other article as 
may be notified by the Board under the 
third provision to the aforesaid clause 
(23) foi any period during the previous 
years relevant to the assessment years men¬ 
tioned above otherwise than in any one or 
more of the forms or modes specified in 
sub-section (5) of Section 11; 

(Iii) the assessee will not distribute any part of 
its income in any manner to its membars 
except as grants to any association or insti¬ 
tution affiliated to it; and 

(iv) this notification will not apply in relation to 
any income, being profits and gains of 
business, unless the business is incidental 
to the attainments of the objectives of the 
assessee and separate books of accounts 
are maintained in respect of such business. 

[Notification No. 27/2002/F.No. 196/10/2000-ITA-I] 
I.P.S. BINDRA. Undjr Secy. 

Tf fWt, 6 MOtX, 2002 

( 5TPPTT ) 

TT. trr. 1212-—tTTTTT 5rfErfTTtr, 1961 

(1961 TT 43) €r STITT 10 % (23-^) % 

(5) ?ET T?tT SlfiRTTf TT TTnT ^ |tr 
WR TrlTilTT “TThTT TTRTR^fpfV W5, 

BffftTTfT faRfT, TT 1997-98 ^ 1999- 

2000 ept % M firsrfTR ^rf % fot( fin:qr%f%TT 
wf % mXH 7ft ftr ^RT % 5TT>5r^T«f h'%- 

ttTt ?t?t% :— 

(i) T7 ftsrffttt TTTTt MX ST«T^T *PTTT 

TdTT ?TTT TT ^^ttTRT T7d % ftd ^-^7 

Wf rfofTPTT EPTT ^q-cT^T M TfVtt % 

ftU TtRT f3R% fvpr fritT FqTTVrT 

(ii) T7 fTErffTtt Tq-T^TT T7 fq=T?Tir 

c^^ff =rtf Tt trqftr % 

ETKT 11 ft T7SITU (5) F Mdftr?: 

ffttv Tft ?7«7qT ^ 5IT 5r«T^T 

qrTfff t f^rvr artat t TTft ftfsr 

( ^apr-WffTTfT, T#f7 ?t«rqT f%7fT 57^7 
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FFg FTfe % FF F TFT FTT FFTfsTF 
fTfeT 3T3TTTT F ft?5T ) FT fFTT TFT 
F*TT FTTT FF TFT FTT FTTT F%FT; 

(iii) Tf FfejTFT fFFT FFl FTT % FTF F 
FTF Tf! ftFt, FlfF FTTTTTT F TFT 
FTF FTT FfFFTF ft FT FF fF TFT 
FTTtTTT FFT FT fTTffTcft % FfFlf Ft 
Trf c T % %T FTF^F Fff ft TFT Ftt 
FTTTTTT % FTF F TFT F ttWT-jfFTFTtt 
Fft TFt FTTT ft ; 

(iv) FT fTmfFfT FTTFT FfsrfFTF, 1961 % 
TTTFTFt % FFFTT FTTt FIT fTTTWt 
fTTfFT FT F FTTFT FTfFFTTt % FFF 
FT?F F>TT; 

fv) EFTFF Ft f-'Tfr if ?FTf FfFfTFT TTfFTt 
3Tk TfTFFTffTTf FFTT Ff ?Tf TTF FFTT 
FT5T Ft t ft FTTift I 

[FfafFTTF. 25 / 2 OO 2 /TT. F. 197/41/2001- 

FTTFT fF.-l] 
Fit. FT. FF. f«E3T, FTT Ff?T 

New Delhi, the 6th February, 2002 
(INCOME TAX) 

S.0.1212.—Ini exorcise of the powers conferred 
by the sub-clanse(v) of clause (23C) of section 10 of 
the Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central 
Government hereby notifies vhc “Mata Amrita- 
nandrmayi Math, Koilam District, Kerala” for the 
pit pose of the said sub-clause for the assessment 
years 1997-98 to 1999-2000 subject to the following 
conditions, namely:— 

(i) the assessee will apply its incom ■, or accu - 
mulate for application, wholly and exclusi¬ 
vely to the objects for which it is established; 

Iii) the assessee will not invest or deposit its 
funds (other than voluntary contributions 
received and maintained in the form of 
jewellery, furniture etc.) for any period 
during the previous years relevant to the 
assessment years mentioned above other¬ 
wise than in any one or more of the forms 
or modes specified in sub-section (5) of 
Section 11; 

(iii) this notification will not apply in relation to 
any income being profits and gains of busi¬ 
ness, unless the business >s incidental to the 
attainment of the objectives of the assessee 
and separate books of accounts are main¬ 
tained in respect of such business. 


[Part II—Src. 3(ii)J 

(iv) the assessee will regularly file its retain of 
income before the income-tax authority 
in accordance with the provisions of the 
Income-tax Act, 1961 

tv) that in the event of dissolution, its surplus 
and the assets will be given to a charitable 
organization with similar objectives. 

[Notification No. 25/2002/F.No. 197/41 /2001 - 1TA-1] 
I.P.S. B1NDRA, Under Secy 

Ft fecFt, 6 FTTTt, 20 02 
(STUFF-) 

FT.FT. 1213:—FTTFT Ff'irfTTF, 1961 ( 1961 
FT 43) Ft FTTT 10 % W3 (23-F) % FWT ( 4 ) 
SIFT TT=T FfifFTt FT TFTF FTT fU FTFTT 

UTTTTTT "FT TFF ftrfk fTT, %vtt”. TT FT 1993-94 
F 1995-96 FT F FT fFetW FTT F fFO fF*F- 
fFfeo TTeff F FdtT TfF fF FTn FUFF F TTFFFPT 
FfspjfFF FFTT FT%:— 

(1) FT fFFtf-Ffr FFTr fit ft^fftf fttt 
TFF t FTT Fi FTFFM FTT % fa'/ 
3 FFT FFTF yTFFT FTT FF^'FFT FF Ff9TT 
% fvTF tTFT fFFF fHF FFFT TTIFFT FT 

Ft I; 

(2) FT Onjfftxft FTFTF FT frsjfrF FF? F 
FTT pUFf TTf Fi fFFT FT FTftT % FTTTT 
FIT! 11 FT FFFTTT ( 5 ) F MTfe»F fFFT 
OF FFFT FTT F F%F FT FFFT FTTFT % 
f'TF FTTFT Tt FFFi fFftt (FFT-FFlffTTF, 
TFfFT FFFT fTFi T-F TFT FTf? % FT 
Sr TFF FTT FFTTFF ?rf^TT FFFTF 
F fmr) FT fF45T FFT FtFT FTTT FF 
FFT Fft F'TTT F%FT; 

(3) Tf Ffsr^FFT fTFi FFi FTT % FFF if FTT 
Fff fTTT, FT fF FTTiFTF F TEF FTF FTT 
FfFFTF FT FF FF fF ^FT FTTTFTF 
FFF FF fF&lifrFT % FfTTf FT TlRF % fFF 
TIFfTF FfT ft FTT ^ FRTTTT % FTF 
F FFT F FFT-TfFTFTF/Ttt TFT FiFt ft; 

( 4 ) FT fFSrtfTFt FTTFT FftrfFTF, 1961 % 
TTFFTFT % FFFTT FTFt FIT fTTTTt fFTfFF 
FT F FTTFT FrfFFfft % FFF TIFF f/TT ; 

(5) fTTTF Ft fTTfF F FFFf FfFfTFF TTftfTTT 
FU FfTFTrf?TTt FFTF Ff^TT Tl% FF?T 
FT3F Ft F Ft FiFTT I 

[FfF^FFT F. 23/2002/FT.F. 197/22 6/2 001- 

FTTFT fFo-l] 
Frf.Ft.nF. fT^FT, FTT F^T 



3515 
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[until—^ 3 (ii)] 


New Delhi, the 6th February, 2002 
(INCOME TAX) 

S.O.1213 .—111 exercise of the powers conferred 
by Sub-clause (iv) of clause (23C) of Section 10 
of the Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961),the Central 
Government hereby notifies the “Veda Rakshana 
Nidhi Trust, Chennai” for the purpose of the said 
Sub-clause for the assessment years 1993-94 to 1995- 
96 subject to the following conditions, namely :— 

(i) the assessee will apply its income, or accu¬ 
mulate for application, wholly and exclusi- 
sively to the objects for which it is establi¬ 
shed; 

(ii) the assessee will not invest or deposit its 
funds (other than voluntary contributions 
received and maintained in the form of 
jewellery, furniture etc.) for any period during 

[_ the previous years relevant to the assessment 
years mentioned above other wise than in 
any one or more of the forms or modes 
specified in Sub-section (5) of Section 11; 

(iii) this notification will not apply in relation 
to any income being profits and gains of 
business, unless the business is incidental to 
the attainment of the objectives of the assessee 
and separate books of accounts are main¬ 
tained in respect of such business. 

(iv) the assessee will regularly file its return of 
income before the Income-tax authority in 
accordance with the provisions of the Income- 
tax Act, 1961. 

(v) that in the event of dissolution, it surplus 
and the assets /will be given to a charitable 
organization with similar objectives. 

[Notification No-23/2002/F. No. 197/226/2001 -ITA-I] 
I. P. S. BINDRA, Under Secy. 

far ffafar, 7 qrmfr, 2002 

(arum) 

44.3TT.1214.— arfaffaPT, 1961 (l961 

44 43) STITT 10 % *14 (2 34%) 54 (IV) 

JTTT 444 4f444f TT 44T4 4R4 fh/ %'~4T4 4TOT 
nfRTTTT “armi^SR STEP TTfafrfafaTR Jft544T 
4T45 if^TT, 44f” 4 ft 1998-99 If 2000-2001 44 

sft fasifaT sraf % f%rq fawffafair wf % snfrr 

|tr 444 *44 % 44fa5T4 stftpjfaT TT4f |, arfaKT 

(i) m ffafaffafr 444ft arnr tt amrr anro 

3TR TT f*44T4 4>T4 % fa* 1 / 4444 4444 

■J444T T4T 3FT^KPrr rt % fan 

fam fa 4 fr faq; wrt pwht tt far 

(ii) TT fTJfffaft amj4TT TT f44fT4 44f ft 

444 54# sfaf far ffafar wt artrfsr % 4)44 

STTTT 11 4?t "34-4 ITT ( 5 ) if ffafaTOT 


tt^t mm trsp Jf srfar^ s'4 mm 4 

f+TR FTfTTT 4 fTfar (%4T-ar4Tf^TTTT, 

T4T4T mm ft>?ft 344 sr arrf? 4: 44 4 

•o 

444 cf«TT 3T4Tfa'4 fafRRT 3(4414 % 
ffRT) Tf f444 4#T 4TUTT mm 34 44T 
4ft 4TT4T 4%4T, 

(iii) 4f 3rfsrf44T f%4t fafT mn % fara it 
414 4ft fT4T, sftfe 4ITTT41T .4 5TT4T 4T4 
44T 3Tf44T4 ft 44 447 f% 441 4TRT4TT 
444 4?T ffarfffaft % 444444 fai TTTRT % 
faq; Jmrffarr 4ft ft 44r to ttwt 
% 444 if 3144 4 44T 3faTO>t 4ft T4rt 
4T4t ft, 

(iv) 4R f4SrtMt 3TT44T-C 3tfaf444,' 1961 % 

4144141 % 3T44TT 3T44T 414 f44T4T ffal- 
ffaf 44 4 3TT44R 4tfSTOTT % 4451 TO44 
TT4T, 

(v) f4444 fat fatfcl 4 atfafecT fafwt 4R 
4fT4PTf44r 4414 3'444fT q'fa 44T4 4454 
4ft 4 41 4lfafl I 

. [affatpRT 4.3 0/ 2 002/44. 4. 1 97/1 1/2002- 

3tTf5ttr-I] 

attf. 4t. 1(4. ffajT, 3T4T 4f44 

New Delhi, the 7th February, 2002 
(INCOME-TAX) 

S.O. 1214.—In exercise of the powers conferred by 
the Sub-clause (iv) of clause (23C) of Section 10 
of the Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central 
Government hereby notifies the “Organization of 
Pharmaceutical Producers of India, Mumbai” for the 
purpose of the said Sub-clause for the. assessment 
years 1998-99 to 2000-2001 subject to the following 
conditions, namely :— 

(i) the assessee will apply its income, or accu¬ 
mulate for application, wholly and exclu¬ 
sively to the objects for which it is estab¬ 
lished ; 

(ii) the assessee will not invest or deposit its 
funds (other than voluntary contributions 
received and maintained . in the form of 
jewellery, furniture etc.) for any period dur¬ 
ing the previous years relevant to the assess¬ 
ment years mentioned above otherwise than 
in any one or more of the forms , or modes 
specified in Sub-section (5) of Section 11 ; 

(iii) this notification will not apply in relation to 
any income being profits and gains of busi¬ 
ness, unless the business is incidental to the 
.attainment of the objectives of the assessee 
and separate books of accounts are main¬ 
tained in respect of such business ; 
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(xv) the assessee will regularly file its return of 
income before the Income-tax authority in 
accordance with the provisions of the In¬ 
come-tax Act, 1961 ; 


(v) that in the event of dissolution, it surplus 
and the assets will be given to a charitable 
organization with similar objectives. 

[Notification No. 30/2002/F. No. 197/11/2002- 

ITA-I] 

I. P. S. BINDRA. Under Secy, 
frf 7 2 0 02 

(snwr) 

^1.3*1.1215.— 3*ft*1wt, 196 1 ( 1961 

**rr 43) ¥t arm 10 i ws (23) gm smr 
Tiftcrn't spi spfbi sjmr gn xvmx trtrggnr 

“ml Mm* smtsPT ani, femr” ¥) 1997-98 
m 1998-99 ** fadm ^rqff % fat/ 

9Rlf % 3*WFr Tf^* |IT 33c* % 5PTtarn4 

spTtfr I, 3**rfa:— 

(i) gR-faafifAft 3t*¥1 arm ^1 wtirM 3mr 3w¥) 

3iPr «fti lArwm simr % fire?: wr 

w sr^TTT % ^TqRTJT |g; 3W *¥? (23) ZTTT tf«** 

wwlfatr anti 11 ¥r m-am (2) wit (3) 
%3wrf Tainan ^fcnrr nwi amawm 
% ftrq ^trft EfR% ftrrr fw¥) ?«rmrr ¥t 

«rf |; 

(ii) 4R fawffmr trt faartm wwf % 

wwtr iwf awf ¥r f¥wT wt sr^rfar % sfftin 

arm 11 €1 swrti ( 5 ) w fwfafe f¥wt 

175 3*WW* n^T 5* 3*ftPP 3*WWl rTtWl 

h Urn ntiTi % m¥r Mar (%t-^iff- 
tirr; 3 t«t^i f¥wt 3*^ wtf, Mir 

(23) % mwl Ttf|sp % wwto 
wri gm wftnjfwir f¥wr sm*, % t?w *r 
wrtr aw* apj^FT stfesw? wsrgnT % fwm - ) 
f-i faww nff ”5Mi 3 t«twi 3 % 3rmr 
*m*r w%4i; 

(iii) ^t MortfM mmfi ¥1 f¥trr ¥1 ntr% 
n gw¥t wnr % f¥wt wnr *pt tfetw 
gww fanfr Mrfntm 3*wwr wr*t ¥1 
3*m?R % sr^nwi fifr ¥Att; wit 

(iv) ^ wfsnjwirr f¥wt {*¥* 3***r % wrj ii 

?rnr mff Mfr, ¥* % spnlwrt % strt tnw 
***** 3rfw5riw ft fr % rrm ^?rttwit 
-rf*t Tt fnarfTtrfr % sftswi ¥) wife** % 

fnrr snwfmp *rff ft *rw* qwtiwit ¥ 
wwsr ii srtTW w jftnfmt nfr t# ^mfr ft 1 
[wfa^fTr w. 32/2002/Tr.w. 196/15/2001- 

3tiw: fir.-I] 
wif.'ft.qw. f^T, 3*ft wfww 


New Delhi, the 7th February, 2002 
(INCOME-TAX) 

S.O. 1215.—In exercise of the powers conferred by 
clause (23) of Section 10 of the Income Tax Act, 
1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Government hereby 
notifies the “Railway Sports Promotion Board, New 
Delhi” for the purpose of the said clause for assess¬ 
ment years 199 /-9S and 1998-99 subject to the follow¬ 
ing conditions namely :— 

(i) the assessee will apply its income, or accu¬ 

mulate it for application, in consonance with 
the provisions of Sub-sections (2) and (3) 
of Section 11 as modified by the said clause 
(23) for such accumulation wholly and 
exclusively to the objects for which it is 
established; ' 

(ii) the assessee will not invest or deposit its 
funds (other than voluntary contributions 
received and maintained in the form of 
jewellery, furniture or any other article as 
may be notified by the Board under the third 
provision to the aforesaid clause (23) for 
any period during the previous years relevant 
to the assessment years mentioned above 
otherwise than in any one or more of the 
forms or modes specified in Sub-section (5) 
of Section 11 ; 

(iii) the assessee will not distribute any part of 
its income in any manner to its members 
except as grants to any association or insti¬ 
tution affiliated to it; and 

(iv) this notification will not apply in relation to 
any income, being profits and gains of 
business, unless the business is incidental to 
the attainments of the objectives of the asses¬ 
see and separate books of accounts are main¬ 
tained in respect of such business. 

[Notification No. 32/2002/F. No. 196/15/2001- 

ITA-I] 

I. P. S. BINDRA, Under Secy, 
•rf femt, 7 harY, 2002 
(mmx) 

^T.3TT. 1216:—3TPT4ri: arftjfaww, 1961 (1961 
43 ) ¥1 srra 10 % ws ( 23 -w) % sws 
(V) sm wtstn: 

tTFR^Rr “famTTWT fFR'Tfa ^9%, fWrR” ¥1 

=TW 2002-2003 W 2004-2005 ^ fatifTW 

Mf % firq MMrfecr Mf % srsftr §n ^r 
% nifrinrnl 3rfwgfw<T % sfiM:— 

(i) wx MjtMt ^w¥r sttw sMttr 
^ w¥1 3nw ^>t ¥ ftitf 

Rwinr yjjrrwT rr*tT srmww % 

f^rtr f*rw ?w¥1 Rtmt ¥1 ^Tf 
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(ii) qq kraikcft qq faafan **1 % 

qtlf gqqqj JUT qT fqqt '4) mfj % STTH 
sira 11 qT 3wrqT ( 5 ) 4 kkkiq fcraV 
tTap mm 0 ^ n srfjq sq mat qqfql 4 
ir frara qfrqi k Tqqt fqfa (qqq-mTff- 
qra, qrafaq mm krai ms rara ank % 
m ii srrrar mr mqkra qiksq sjsrera % 
fam) qT f?m uff qkn sram tj tft 
qff qqqr ?r%ra; 

(iii) *k arfag^HT krai Mt m % *fasr 4 <<rra 
ratT ?>% ktfq qtqkTq j sm tt* rara 
qkrarm ft m qq fa t»ht qrq'krq ^qq 
qq fqjifqqf % qfkm qT arfra % km, 
smfnq qft fT qm qRraTq % mu n 
srara % kQT-qkqqk q?T qgt qraT ft; 

(iv) qq fqatfqqT 3tttjqq srfgkrau, i96i % 
srrsrjtqT q mraq srqut am faqranT fqqfaq 
qq % atraqq sTfsrqrft % mro qraq qqqr; 

(v) wmr % fmzH qT fcqfq it srfqfqqq 

rakrat 4'tq qktwfqqt mra qkr 

•jim w_q qT T qT qrafT 1 


(iv) the assessee will regularly file its return of 
income before the Income-tax authority in 
accordance with the provisions of the In¬ 
come-tax Act, 1961 ; 

(v) that in the event of dissolution, it surplus 
and the assets will be given to a charitable 
organization with similar objectives 

[Notification No. 31/2002/F. No. 197/197/2001- 

ITA-lj 

I. P. S. B1NDRA, Under Secy. 

qf fqwft, 8 M 2002 
(3mqq) 

qr.an, 1217:—smqq srfjfqqq, 1961 ( 1961 

qT 43) ?T jm 10 % (23-q) % sraak 

(v) skt uqq qrkqqT qr fqk qqk ft* %kkr 
qqqrq ttqqsrqr "sft iw ?ft, ramr qqq, kfkqq 
qqmq, qfTrq” qT 2001-2002 % 2003-2004 qq 

C\ • o 

% qq fmkra qsff % fan kpqkrkrq mf % mvz 
qfrt |tf w ^rak % aqkram stkpjfqq qqqt 
mk:— 


[arfsFpqt T. 31/ 2002/qT .4 . 197/197/2001- 

atraqq fq.-I] 

3TTfoqfotrqo fjijT, qqq qfqq 
New Delhi, the 7th February, 2002 


(i) qq firoffk) srrq spt 

gq# 3 m qj skqrar qtTk % kit/ w 
bw ynmr mr sravrraraT m 
% kra. qrara fm ^frt ¥V 

^rf t; 


(INCOME-TAX) 


S.O. 1216.—In exercise of the powers conferred by 
the Sub-clause (v) of Clause (23C) of Section 10 
of the Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Cen¬ 
tral Government hereby notifies the “Tirumala Tiru- 
pathi Devsthanam, Tirupathi, Chittoor (A.P.)” for 
the purpose of the said sub-clause for the assessment 
years 2002-2003 to 2004-2005 subject to the following 
conditions, namely :— 

, (i) the assessee will apply its income, or accu¬ 

mulate for application, wholly and exclu¬ 
sively to the objects for which it is establ¬ 
ished ; 


(ii) the assessee will not invest or deposit its 
funds (other than voluntary contributions re¬ 
ceived and maintained in the form of jewel¬ 
lery, furniture etc.) for any period during the 
previous years relevant to the assessment 
years mentioned above otherwise than in any 
one or more of the forms or modes specified 
in Sub-section (5) of Section 11 ; 


(iii) this notification wall not apply in relation I 
any income being profits and gains of bus 
attate™ SS J h I bu l 1 ? ess is incidental to th 
and separate l ookf of '^ 5 * 1k& ass «se 

<*ea £r4 b a 0 S s s ° f h “Sir main 


(ii) m: fraatMl qr fm’mT rail q 

q*rar jpr<raf ml qj firafr vft atwfj % Tkra 
jttt 11 qt wjttt ( 5 ) ir fqfqk r e ftrat 
nq mqr nq % qfjq sk mqr ?rftq'T 4 
fqra rn'Tqlr T mqV fqfj 
qraTqq mm fqraT am ank % ?.q 
f ura mi ^ 

fw?q) qj fc#q qTirr mra 3 % q*rr 
Jll qw tkrar; 


(iii) 4F 3rfjgmT fqeT fitfr srra % nw ir 

TFT qff IFfr, qtfq qTTrqR % M qj-j 

mr qf'irar'j m qq fq nqi q k krq 

Tqr q? karfkr % -j^qkT qj mfra % 

iTi hrarfqq ft qqr nj qr/kit; % 

qqj rr qqjj q kgT-ffraqTn' fff 
Tiff ft; 






1961 fi 

sram? % app, ^ ^ ^ . 
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(v) AfanfaV % I'-tttt' Ar ffqfr if 3 rfafoRr % ta faarfaur gff A farq faRfarffatr wf % 

Tjfmt Ak qf^mrfri m wfm qgfm grA taft fq tr tw? % Jpftsnrpf arfAgfArr 
sraH q*T3H At k gf aOt! i ^f r t 3rAfa :— 


[sTfsT^^T ft 33/200 2/tT . ft. 197/232/200 1—3TRT9R 

fa.-I] 

3rrf.fr.qfr, fargr, srrf rrfanr 


New Delhi, the 8th February. 2002 
(INCOME-TAX) 

S.O. 1217.—In exercise of the powers conferred by 
the Sub-clause (v) of Clause (23C) of Section 10 
of the Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Cen¬ 
tral Government hereby notifies the “Shree Somnath 
Trust, Prabhas Patan, Distt.-Junagadh, Gujarat” for 
the purpose of the said sub-clause for the assessment 
years 2001-2002 to 2003-2004 subject to the follow¬ 
ing conditions, namely :— 

(i) the assessee will apply its income, or accu¬ 
mulate for application, wholly and exclu¬ 
sively to the objects for which it is estab¬ 
lished ; 

(ii) the assessee will not invest or deposit its 
funds (other than voluntary contributions 
received and maintained in the form of 
jewellery, furniture etc.) for any period dur¬ 
ing the previous years relevant to the assess¬ 
ment years mentioned above otherwise than 
in any one or more of the forms or modes 
specified in Sub-section (5) of Section 11 ; 

(iii) this notifktaion will not apply in relation to 
any income being profits and grants of busi¬ 
ness, unless the business is incidental to the 
attainment of the objectives of the assessee 
and separate books of accounts are main¬ 
tained in respect of such business ; 

(iv) the assessee will regularly file its return of 

income before the Income-tax authority in 
accordance with the provisions of the In¬ 
come-tax Act, 1961 ; 

(v) that in the event of dissolution, it surplus and 
the assets will be given to a charitable 
organization with similar objectives. 

[Notification No. 33/2002/F. No. 197/232/2001- 

ITA-Ij 

I. P. S. BINDRA, Under S eCy. 
hf fa?At, 8 9Rhft, 2002 
(snw:) 

3TT.3TT. 1218.—APTCR arfarfahR, 1961 (l961 

frr 43 ) At stkt 10 A sre (23 —^t) A 

r v) STTf srfwf TT tfafa 9RA fP Afafa 

rrqqr tr^TTT “fa ft qqfaAur fiUT- 

tfa ^ 1993 ’ 94 % 1995 " 96 


(i) t 7 ; fasrffaAI ^nAl ttt ^r fAnrmr srsrer 
eh At sua w r<?f + to % fAq 3 u c m 

rf^TJT 'jkjmT cFTT 3RRrPTT AT SgAfaf % 

farq sffarrr fanrA farq qrrAr f«nw Ar t% 
I; 

(ii) ft fagiM) atttt tt fagfaw gpsff % 

Autt qfgfr gtff Ar iw vfr m far A fmq 
arrcr 11 At swrr ( 5 ) A fafafae fAAf 
q^ arw A srfafr smr crffaff 
A ftrR rrftAf A otAt fAfsr (Agr-AATff- 
ttft, qAfan: tttt faqfr tat taj artfe A 
qg A srcar cFTT m 7 fsrT AsrgR 

A ftrR) tt fAtsr nfr 9R9T tttt at 
mr ttt ^rt nAnr ; 

(iii) hi arPjgRgr fArft qAr sttt A Afar A 

rtr nfr Afar, At (A faffarc % sttr <rr*r ttt 
iffwff ft tut fat qm ^RthTt att 
ttt fajTfarft A ^fafaT At srrfAr A farq 
rnAfaht far ft a^r qA anffaR A Afar 
A tat A nit vst tttt 

V> 

(iv) 9R faAifafr arrqrgtt: tMttt, 1901 A 
srRcrrAf A sttttr arrft tit fafrAt faq- 
frrg A TTTT r rrTfarTrrfr A ’rqq TT73 

htRl; 

(v) Airnfat A Tttzt fa«rfa A 

rrfsrhT 3Tk 3faRPT%3t HUR grA 

arn-rf 3353 At ? ft smpfr 1 

[3farf33r A. 34/2002/93.A. 197/64/2001-303953 

fa.-I] 

3nf.9t.qrr. fa 7 ?r, 3 RT rrffagr 


New Delhi, the 8th February, 2002 
(INCOME TAX) 

S.O. 1218.—In exercise of the powers conferred 
by the sub-clause (v) of clause (23C) of section 10 
of the Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961/. the Central 
Government hereby notifies the ”The Institute of the 
Franciscan Missionaries of Mary, Tamil Nadu” for 
the purpose of the said sub-clause for the assessment 
years 1993-94 to 1995 -96 subject to the following 
conditions, namely:— 


(i) the assessee will apply its income, or accumu¬ 
late for application, wholly and exclusively 
to the objects for which it is established; 
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(ii) the assessee will not invest or deposit its 
funds (other than voluntary contributions 
received and maintained in the form of 
jewellery, furniture etc.) for any period 
during the previous years relevant to the 
assessment years mentioned above other wise 
than in any one or more of the forms or 
modes specified in Sub-section (5) 
of Section 11; 

(iii) this notification will not apply in relation to 

any income being profits and gains of busi¬ 
ness, unless the business is incidental to the 
attainment of the objectives of the assessee 
and separate books of accounts are main¬ 
tained in respect of such business; 

(iv) the assessee will regularly file its return of 
income before the Income-tax authority in 
accordance with the provisions of the in¬ 
come-tax Act, 1961. 

(v) that in the event of dissolution, it surplus and 
the assets will be given to a charitable orga¬ 
nization with similar objectives. 


355 917 % 5 <%-m 9% srrfar % 

firtr STFtfrf'P 5?ff ft 551 55 5TT%9T7 % 
555 it 555 5 55T-jftfRi'Tfi 5ft 7%T 5Tcft 

it; 

(iv) 55 f 5 «rrf 75 t 35555 5M995, 3 96 1 % 

5T95T9T % 3R5T5 5951 355 f55T%T f55- 
f55 55 5 35555 5lf'J5l5 5 555 7T55 
5551; 

(V) 5151551 % 15975 51 ff5f5 5 3rfaf795 
TTfw5f 3f%7 qf55i5f55r 5515 555551 51% 
5515 5555 9% 5 5t 51f51 I 

[3lf5f551 5. 35 / 2 OO 2 / 5 I. 5 . 19 7/215/2001-355^ 

f5.-l] 

35f .5%.55. ftFST, 3155 5f55 
New Delhi, the 8th February, 2002 


[Notification No. 34/2002/F. No. 197/64/2001- 

ITA-I] 

I. P. S. BINDRA, Under Secy. 

5 # f 55 %t, 8 91555 ), 2002 

( 3315915 ) 

95 . 35 . 1219 .— 355515 3 lftrf 555 , 1961 (l 961 
95 43 ) 9 % 9 T 51 10 % ( 23 - 5 ) % OTI 

(V) £T 7 T 555 5 Tf 955 f 95 95%5 915 % ftr % 5 T %9 55 . 
955 555515 T “f% 515555 % 5191 f% SRtf %%5 5555 3591 
itfl 315151555 , % 55 ” 91 % 1995-96 % 1997-98 

591 % 915 f%Srf 55 9 %T % f %5 f 5 * 5 f%f %5 9 T 5 f 

% 31515 5 f% f 5 595 W 97 % 5513555 3 rf 5 ff %5 
9155 ) I, 3 T 5?5 :— 

(i) 915 f55Tf55% 5591% 355 911 15%515 31551 
559% 355 911 f5%5!5 915% % f%tr 3559 
5555 75551 55T 55^5551.55 55%99% % 
f %5 9%51 f%5% f%5 159% 75T95T 9% 5f 

(ii) 917 f55tf%5t 55595 915 f55f75 9%f % 

555 95551 55% 911 f55% 5% 315% % 5%7T9 
am 11 911 599T7T , ( 5) 5 f5f5f%<5 f%5% 
591 31551 59! % 3%91 55. 3155T 55191% 9 
f55 57191% % 559% f5% (%57-55Tff715, 

95ff57 31551 f%51 355 57g 5Tf% % 519 
% 9! c 5 551 315T%5 59f%39! 55515 % 
ffP5) 911 f%55! 5ft 9%7TT 31551 55 551 
5ft 91751 5%5l; 

(iii) 9f 3rf%7951 f95% f5t 31T5 % 555 5 
515 5ft f%5t, 5%% 9571517 % 5F5 515 
. 551 3rf5515 f% 55 591 f 91 %51 91T7I5T7 


(INCOME TAX) 

S.O. 1219.—In exercise of the powers conferred 
by the sub-clause (v) of clause (23C) of section 10 
of the Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 cf 1961), the Central 
Government hereby notifies the “The Society of the 
Franciscan Servants of Mary, Algapuram, Salem" for 
the purpose of the said sub-clause for the assessment 
years 1995-96 to 1997-98 subject to the following 
conditions, namely: — 

(i) the assessee will apply its income, or accumu¬ 
late for application, wholly and exclusively 
to the objects for which it is established; 

(ii) the assessee will not invest or deposit its 
funds (other than voluntary contributions 
received and maintained in the form of 
jewellery, furniture etc.) for any period 
during the previous years relevant to the 
assessment years mentioned above otherwise 
than in any one or more of the forms or 
modes specified in Sub-section (5) 
of Section 11; 

(iii) this notification will not apply in relation to 

any income being profits and gains of busi¬ 
ness, unless the business is incidental to the 
attainment of the objectives of the assessee 
and separate books of accounts are main¬ 
tained in respect of such business; 

(iv) the assessee will regularly file its return of 
income before the Income-tax authority in 
accordance with the provisions of the in¬ 
come-tax Act, 1961; 

(v) that in the event ol dissolution, it surplus and 
the assets will be given to a charitable orga¬ 
nization with similar objectives. 


[Notification No. 35/2002%. No. 197/215/2001 -ITA-T; 

I. P. S. BINDRA, Under Serv 
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5ft 8 TO4TT, 2 00 2 

(TOTTO) 

sfTT . 5TT . 1220.— TOTTO SfErF444, 1061 (1961 
^TT 43) 47 tTUT 10 % ^ (23-4) % 3W (V) 

jitt stot srf^ff tt snm tot §4 474TO 

tttssttt “4 ttto tout mm w'mFrn, 4?mftT, 

^f»T5RT5” 3Pt 1993-94 4 1995-96 445 % TO 

f=ram to! % fm f'TRP'rfecr toT % toT4 x^x 

|p m tw 7 % 44F44T4 srFsr^fm 4Rcft t, arm:— 

(i) to frafExft 744ft m 47 pith 444 T 
7447 m tottto to 4 % Fm ~mr 
?rw ^rffwr 44T srq-iiraJiT 74 T^ff % 
Fto fm% Fto; ?44fr TOmr 4ft 4f 

(ii) to ErtrrfTOt ttot: to frjRT tot 4 

4TO 'jfTOf TO*f 47 fefT TO mfs - % SrrtT5T 

•jpt 11 4ft ?rsrm (s) 1 Frfafec? f%^fr 

rnp tott tt^t 4 to tott totot 4 

fTO 47147 4 IW fafsr (7TO-TOTFfTOT, 

4441 F 454 T m 474 ; mfe % tot if 
ittot tot srroFm #F^4n srnm Fttst) 

47 Fttot 4ft 4F^rr tott 7% mr 4ft 

TO4T 4^541 J 

(iii) 45 ^rfsrgmr Frot Ftft sror % tost it 
4T4 4^t fFft, lft% 4W>TO< 4 STTT 7T4 
tot Trfmur ft to to Ft tot 
745 to Frmfror % ?|wf 4?t tttFtt % 
Etc. uttoFto 4ft ft tot to 47714T7 % 
444 ir tort 4 %^t-#44;te 4# Rfr 

mtff; 

(iv) to Frmfror stoto trFiFm, i96i % 

mrnt % tttor totot tot Fttott Fpt- 

Errr tot 4 stoto 4tEj477T % 445T 45177 
^xxx ; 

(v) mmr % Ftoto 4ft E«i% ix 
ufw aftr qf^rntmi to t^toi tot 
snrfcr 4 tot 47 k ft TTTOt 1 

[^fsr^r^r4. 36 / 2002 / 47 .4f./ 197 / 222/2001 -srurro 

Ft . -I] 

OT#. ft. 74. EFsT, xxm ^4 
New Delhi, the 8th February, 2002 
(INCOME TAX) 

S.O. 1220.—In exercise ol the powers conferred 
by the sub-clause (v) of clause (23C) of section 10 
of the Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central 
Government hereby notifies the “The South Arcot 


[Part II—Sec. 3(ii)] 


Diocesan Corporation, Cuddalore, Tamil Nadu” for the 
purpose of the .said sub-clause for the assessment years 
1993-94 to 1995-96 subject to the following condi¬ 
tions, namely:—- 

(i) the assessee will apply its income^ or accumu¬ 
late for application, wholly and exclusively 
to the objects for which it is established; 

(ii) the assessee will not invest or deposit its 
funds (other than voluntary contributions 
received and maintained in the form of 
jewellery, furniture etc.) for any period 
during the previous years relevant to the 
assessment years mentioned above other wise 
than in any one or more of the forms or 
modes specified in sub-section (5) 
of Section 11; 

(iii) this notification will not apply in relation to 

any income being profits and gains of busi¬ 
ness, unless the business is incidental to the 
attainment of the objectives of the assessee 
and separate books of accounts are main¬ 
tained in respect of such business; 

(iv) the assessee will regularly file its return of 

income before the Incon.c-tax authority in 
accordance with the provisions of the in¬ 
come-tax Act, 1961; 

(v) that in the event of dissolution, it surplus and 
the assets will be given to a charitable orga¬ 
nization with similar objectives. 

[Notification No. 36[2002!F. No. 1971222j2001 -ITA-T] 
I. P. S. BINDRA, Under Secy. 

froft, 8 974Tr, 2002 
(ttpur) 

TOT. 4TT . 1221 .— ?rmT TfRlFm, 1961 (l961 

4?T 43 ) 4ft STRT 10 % ^ ( 23 - 4 ) % 34^ ( 5 ) 
UTT 4TO srEUTf 44 44)4 4RTt %T^t4 4T4TT 
"fe ixtxmz tof fe q&iErm srfa 

itft, 4Pmr^t”4. 13 , 4t^f4fEr 4 ft 1993-94 4 
1995-96 44 > % to ErafrT to! % fmEtfer 

mf % mfFT |TT m 74^ % 44T3T4T4 4%- 

(i) to FrarfTfft 744 ft tot 44 m4T4 tott 
744 ft 4T4 44 vF^4T4 TO^ % f74 44TT 
4444 T444T TOT 44 ; 444T 74 Tf ^'f % 
Eftr 4>^4T f74% Err f44ft TOT44T 4ft 4f 

t; 

(ii) to FrsrfFTOt 74445 to Frsrfro toT 4 
444 5444 ! 44f 4 ft froft wt mFar % 4ki4 
srrer 11 4 ft 74srrcr ( 5 ) 4 f4f4FTO: f474t 
TT 45 444T TT^: 4 5ff445 34 TO4T 4ft44 4 
fTO 4ft4ff 4 744 ft Effsr (747-74rFTOT4, 
454)47 444T FTOft TOT 4T^ 4TF4 % * 





13 , 200223 , 1924 


II- 

Jj yr' : T ddT ddrfdd *Yf ; dd; dd-dd d 
fVT5T) dT fddd diff ^dT dddT ^ 
dfr qiddr d%dr; 

(3) d| dfddddT fddY fid! W!T % ^* £ r f 
r^Td d<?f fldT, ^flfd dTd'RTd d ddd dTo 
fTirr dfddi d ^ dd tm t% 7 ft TTdidTd 

dd % dfwr *Y *rfcr % 

fdd drdfdd dfr £Y ddT d*Y drdYdid % 

fRU Jr ^T'Tft d %’TT-'jfYddnt dff wr 

; 

( 4 ) fdstffrxrY mmx dfsrfddd, i96i %■ 

srFrcTFfT % dddY dTd fddddY fdd- 

fdd ddd ?nddd snfs^TfY % ddsr qir^d 
sp^TT ; 

( 5 ) d'YdTdfY % faddd sffr fwf>r it dfdfdd; 
dtfw srYd qfYdPifdd'r ddrd sfsdf dTJr 
smfd dd5d dY ^ m 'snxTjfr 1 

[dfdt^ddrd. 38 / 2002 /dT.d. 197 / 225/200 l^diddd 

fd.-I] 

mf.'ft.^. f^ar,ddddfdd 

New Delhi, the Sth February, 2002 
(INCOME TAX) 

S.O. 1221.—In exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-clause (v) of clause (23C) of Section 10 
of the Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Centra! 
Government hereby notifies the “The Institute of the 
Franciscan Missionaries of Mary, Society No. 13, 
Nilgiris” for the purpose of the said sub-clause for the 
assessment years 1993-94 to 1995-96 subject to the 
following conditions, namely:— 

(i) the assessee will apply its income, or accumu¬ 
late for application, wholly and exclusively 
to the objects for which it is established; 

(ii) the assessee will noi invest or deposit its 
funds (oher than voluntary contributions 
received and maintained in the form of 
jewellery, furniture etc.) for any period 
during the previous years relevant to the 
assessment years mentioned above otherwise 
than in any one or more of the forms or 
modes specified in Sub-section (5) 
of Section 11; 

(iii) this notification will not apply in relation to 

any income being profits and gains of busi¬ 
ness, unless the business is incidental to the 
attainment of Ihe objectives of the assessee 
and separate books of accounts are main¬ 
tained in respect of such business; 

(iv) the assessee will regularly file its return of 
income before the Tncome-tax authority in 
accord.cnee with the provisions of the In¬ 
come-tax Act, 1961: 

(0.72 '71/700'’ -S 
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(v) that in the event of dissolution, it surplus and 
the assets will be given to a charitable orga¬ 
nization with similar objectives. 

[Notification No. 38|2002[F. No. 197J225(2001 -ITA-Tj 
I. P S. BIN0RA. Under Secy. 

d§ fdvdY, 8 ddddY, 2 002 
(sriddd) 

dT.dT. 1222 .• -dlddd STfafoW, 1961 ( 1961 
dT 43) STITT 10 % ^ (23-d) % dWd ( 5 ) 
im ddd trfYpff dT ddYd ddtY fTT %Fdid dddTd 
PcfdgTd “m dddTddd dfdddTd” dY dd 

200 2-2003 d 2004-2005 dd % dT fdSTtTUT dd? 
% fdnr fd*dfdf%'d 9Tdf % ddld d^Y ftf ddl 1W5 

% ddYddPif dfSd[fdd ddcfY I, ddld :— 

( 1) did fddYfddY dddY did dT 5#dTd dddT 
dddY did dd ddjr % firq dddd 

dddd ydddl ddT dd’dddT dd dfsdf % 
fdtf d^dT fdd% fdd dd4?T ddlddT dY df 

( 2 ) did fddYfddY dddfR did fddtdd ddtd 
ddd ^ddrff ddf dY fddY dY ddfST % dVdTd 
dm 11 dfr ddaridT (5) Jr fMdfd^d fddY 
Ipd srddT trdT Jr dfdd Sd dddr ddltfif *Y 
fdd ddYdT d dddfT fdfd (ddd-'ddlf|dTd, 
d?ffdd dddT ?Pd dd^ dTfd % ^d Jr 

dFd ddT dddfed ddf-^di dddTd d fdd) 
diT fdddT dfY dt^TT dddT d^ ddT d?Y 

d>ddT d%dT ; 

(3) d| dfsrgjddr fddfY ^d> did % ddsr Jr 

dTd d^Y fftdY; dYfdt dddldld t STFd dTd 
ddT lifWfl fT dd ddt fdl ddT dddYdld 
ddl did fddtfddT % dfsd'f TT STf'd % 

fdtr STTdfddl dff d't ddT dd dddYdTd % 

ddd Jr ddd Jt dd-T-#ddTT( nff d^Y dldT 

( 4 ) dd fdsYrfddY mddd dfsrTddd, isgi % 

dTdSTTdY % dddTd dddt did fddddY fdd- 
fdd dd d dTddid drfsTdddY % ddST TTdd 
^%dT; 

( 5 ) dTdTddY % fdddd dY fJdfd Jr dfdfddi 
drfwdr did qfdd’dfddr ddTd df?df drJr 
sidYd dddd ^ dY dd/dY 1 

[dfd^ddT d. 40 / 2002 /dd.d. 1 97/28/2002-?<Tddid 

fd.-l] 

dtf dY.iTd. fd^ST, ddd dfdd 



New Delhi, the 8th February. 2002 
(INCOME TAX) 

S.O. 1222.—[n exercise of the powers conferred 
by the sub-clause (v) of clause (23C) of section 10 
of the Income-tax Act, 1961 (46 of 1961), the Cen¬ 
tral Government hereby notifies the “Sri Ramanasra- 
m?.m, Tiruvannanialai, Tamil Nadu” for the purpose 
of the said sub-clause for the assessment years 2002- 
2003 to 2004-2005 subject to the following condi¬ 
tions, namely :— 

(i) the assessee will apply its income, or accumu¬ 

late for application, wholly and exclusively 
to the objects for- which it is established; 

(ii) the assessee will not invest or deposit its 

funds (other than voluntary contributions 
received and maintained in the form of 
jewellery, furnfiure etc.) for any period 
during the previous years relevant to the 
assessment years mentioned above otherwise 
than in any one or more of the forms or 
modes specified in sub-section (5) 
of Section 11; 

(iii) this notification will not apply in relation to 
any income being profits and gains of busi¬ 
ness, unless the business is incidental to the 
attainment of the objectives of the assessee 
and separate books of accounts are main¬ 
tained in respect of such business; 

(iv) the assessee will regularly file its return of 
income before the Income-tax authority in 
accordance with the provisions of the in¬ 
come-tax Act, 1961. 

(v) that in the event of dissolution, it surplus and 
the assets will be given to a charitable orga¬ 
nization with similar objectives. 

fNotification No. 40l2002^F. No. 19712812002-ITA-I) 
I. P. S. BINDRA, Under Secy. 

T? feetfr, a TiFFU, 2002 
(FTFFF) 

TT.3TT. 1223-—5TTWF srft-jfhRPT, 1961 (l961 
4TT 43) 4ft tUTT 10 % m (23-h) % ( 4 ) 

5TFT RTF SlfffWf TT rtTht ^rtrf 
0F5STFT fMf, TFTTTcTT” 1994-95 

F 1996-97 FT % 'FT fhstjUf 49? % Piu f-l*--1 FnHasT 

5ra! % srsfipr F3% gt* fit ura? % sra>FFTF ?rftr- 

gfFF TFcft t, SBlfa :— 

(1) tf firg'ifTaf fftY sitf tt spift 

STTF TT 1^414 TF% % fab FFTT 
FFTT fnfRT rR4T TF Tgtmf % 

Ftp TfaT faF% fatr sffY kfftft tY nf 

t; 

(2) tf fhafpFfr fuff; tf fasjfFF ftY # 
qipT rpNhf FT? fWV mfs-T % e’lrpr 


PUT 11 ¥r FTP TFT ( 0 ) -T f-Tf-rfiPF fuFft 
bT FT FT bT F UTFT Sif UFFT FFfa) F 
Tflvt FFiFTt F -oOui) fpfsr (t^FT-FFTfiFTTF, 
FTPU F4FT f'TThr 5FT FTf? % i&u if 
9TFT FFT FFFfaF FhTFTF F Era) 

Tf fafiF F?T mfaiT TFT7T Fh FFT FgY 
TFFT FTT ; 

(3) Ff UiSTT^WT TTfil % pjgej- if 

FTb Fgl el'll, FTrfi TTFtF'fF F UFF FW 
F4T uETtF r'T FF FT fa QFIT TTFTFU 
FT TF fFpffvFl % Fit STf-FT % 

fab, STF'EtT FgV gt FFT OF TlfafU FT 
P4cT if STTT h falT-TjFTTP Fgt zfa) UiTAY 
B? ; 

(4) TF TFbfffaV FTWT FTf-TfFT, 196 1 T 
nrTPuf % a*-TFT 3 rrur i;m Iftfch fFF- 
fiTF FT F UTFTT STiFFrE % FFil TT2F 
TfaT ; 

(5) btftfft % Fuff ft far fa f fIfEt 
Frfgrqt fit bfauFfabT fftf gfsq'r ftf 
SThR FFM Tf T i) FTprfr 1 

[crfF^FFT F . 37/2002/ST. P . 1 9 7/64/99-TTPTT’f 

fF.-l] 

FTT . tfr . r-F. fF?3T, TTFZ FfFF 
New Dc-ilii. the 8th Febiutuy. 2002 
TINCOME TAX) 

S.O. 1223.—In exercise of the r oWirs conferred by the 
sub-clause (iv> of cbtute (23C) of Secti'-n !0 of the Income- 
tax Act, 1961 (43 of 19611, the Central Government hereby 
notifies the “Sii Amcblndo Anility, Kolkani” nr the puipose 
,/f the said sub-clause for the assessment years 1994-95 to 
1996-97 subject to the following conditions, namely: — 

(i) the assessee will apply its income, or accumulate 
for application, wholly ar.-d exclusively to the objects 
for wnich it is established; 

(ii) the asse'see will not invest or deposit its funds (other 

than voluntary contributions received and maintained 
in the form cf jewellery, furniture etc.) for any period 
during the previous years relevant to the assessment 
years mentioned above otherwise tfrm in my one 
or more of th° forms or modes specified in Sub¬ 
section (5) of See 1 ,’on 11: 

(iii) this nctificat'-on w h not apply in relation to any 

income being profi's and gains of business, unless 
the business is incidental to the attainment of the 
objectives of the assessee and separate boohs of 
account are mainiainecl in respect or such business. 

(iv) the assess. 1 !, will icgularlv file its return of income 
before ;b° Tnccme-tax authority in accordance with 
the provisions of the Income-tax Act, 1961: 

('») that in rh: event of dissolution 1 , it surplus and the 
assets will he niven to a chan'.able organization with 
similar objectives. 

(Notification No. 37|2Q02lF. No. 197,fi4:99-JTA-I1 
f. P. S BTNDRA. Under Secv. 
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t^n^i II —3 (ii)] 

7f fgUTl, 8 3737% 2 0 02 

( 31337 ) 

31 .3i. 1224.—31377 3faf733, 1961 (i96i 
31 43 ) 7 % am 10 % ( 23 - 7 ) % ( 4 ) 

sm 333 # 33 % 33 aw 77 % §q, few 37317 
x»(fg§m “ 3 % 3i7?r 13137 t?% Tifsxr, 37 fgmx” %T 

1995-96 t 1997-98 33 37 f7ai73 37! % far. 
fm?rfrffe3 wf % 3>ft7 75 % |,n 37 % 33%T7r4 

^rfa^f^cT 373 % |, 33/3 :— 

(1) 377 f^tfTTfl 733% 313 31 ^37713 333! 
337% 3T7 33 ^tcpmr 37% % fax’ 3371 
SWT 5%331 331 37733! 37 3^531 % 
fop) 3771 133% fat?, 173% 331771 3% 3# 

I; 

( 2 ) 37 faatfufr m43 37 f 73/77 331 3 

373 5333% 33% 3% f^mt 3% 73fa % 31713 
am 11 3% 33 am ( 5 ) % f 3 f%f %3 f33% 
0,3? 31333 037% 3rfa3? S3 333T 37%31 % 

fora 37 / 3 % 3 333 % fTfor (337-33if|7i3, 
33%77 7331 f%3% 3P7 37g Tlfc f 

773 331 333f%3 73fal33 331317 3 fora) 
33 f733T 7§% 3T7T 333T 33 331 7|f 
3731 3%71 ; 

(3) 3^ 3f3^33T f33% %3% 3T3 % 333 % 
3X3 7?% ffa%, fori% 3171717 3 Sl<3 313 
33T 3f33T3 %T 34 3 fo 031 7TTT3T7 
33i 37 faafffat % 3|931 33 Riffa % 
f%3 arafw 3%r ft 331 0,3 337 x 317 % 

34a 3 333 3 3^T 'jfal3!X>' 3fr 73% 

wl f/r ; 

( 4 ) 317 faaffTrft 3133X7 3fafol33, 196 1 % 
araaTrr % 33317 3334 itpt formt/- fTtrfm 

37 3 31337 s 337771 % 335T 31?7 

7731 ; 

( 5 ) f%3c7 3% fra% 3 TfafTtfi 7lfa4T 3K 

7f73?3f33t 3717 7|'33T 31% 3313 3757 

72 4 for 33 %% I 

[3f3?J33T 3 . 39 / 2002 / 97 . 3 . 1 97/1 00/2000-3x1- 

5%0-l] 

3lf . 3% . 0,3 . foxs 1, 377 3fa7 

New Delhi, the 8th February, 2002 
(INCOME TAX) 

S.O. 122-s.—In exercise of ;he cowers confvned by the 
Sub-clause (ivi of clause (23C) of Section Id of the Income- 
tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Government hereby 


notifies the ‘The Bharat Scouts and Guides, New Delhi” for 
the purpose of ihe said Sub-clause for the assessment years 
1993-96 10 1997-98 subject to the following conditions, 
namely :— 

(1) the assessee will apply its income, or accumulate 

for application, wholly and exclusively to the objects 
for which it is established; 

(ii) the assessee will not invest or deposit its funds (other 

than voluntary contributions received and maintained 
in the form of jewellery, furniture etc.) for any period 
during the previous years relevant to the assessment 
years mentioned above otherwise than in any one 
or more of the forms or modes specified in Sub¬ 
section (5) of Section 11; 

(iii) this notification will not apply in relation to any 
income bring profits and gains of business, unless 
the business is incidental to the attainment of the 
objectives of the assessee and separate books of 
accounts are maintained in respect of such business; 

(iv) the assessee will regularly file its return of income 
before the Income-tax authority in accordance with 
the provisions of the Income-tax Act, 1961; 

(v) that in the event of dissolution, it surplus and the 

assets will be given to a charitable organization with 
similar objectives. 

(.Notification No. 39j2002|F. No. I97jl00|2000-ITA-I] 
I. P. S. BINDRA, Under Secy. 

TffemY, 12 9)737% 2002 

(317317) 

37.31. 1225- —31337 3farf373, 1961 ( 1 961 

31 43 ) 3% am 10 % ( 23 - 7 ) % 3333 ( 5 ) 

gm 333 wfrfiqt 37 3717 37% §0, %3%7 37317 
333§T71 “■277(737 317 3rfafal37r 777*fa 7.03 f733, 
37173333, 35)f” 31 199S-2000 3 2001-2002 

73 % 37 faafm 33% % f%m frRfafaT 33% % 
7a%7 Tf% §t> 73; % tfafaTia 3for^77 3771 

33(7 .— 

( 1) 37 1331/731 33%/ 377 37 113313 31331 

773 V 773 37 ifaTm 37 % % far 3731 

7777 771 731 3337-11 77 T^WT % 

fold, 3771 177% 1711 1777 73TXT! 3% 7# 

I = 

( 2 ) 3* fraifraV 33 m; 37 fna/ra wf % 

777 53331 33? 37 f331 3% TRfa % 3T7T7 

am 11 %r 77am (5) % [3/3^7 forrr 
1(3 3331 7,3 3 3fa3 $7 3331 37l3% % 
f'33 3 tM 3 733% (337-33lf5713, 

33f77 3331 f33l 3?7 37^ 3l1% % 77 7 
373 331 337/513 73fol97 37717 3 fora) 

31 f73W 7?T 377T 3331 73 37T 7|% 

373r3%7r ; 

(3) 7^ 3fa5371 f33T 7%! 317 % 733 7 

'TR 7ft ftf,, 3(13 3Ri7T7 3 773 313 
73 T 317713 >7 77 77 i7 57T 317/377 
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TtK 4R fcraff’Tfr % €t 5nfR % fa™ 
|t frt 04 trRr % r'sw 
*T ?RFT ^ Sr-3f-TffcT^fii 4ffT XiT sncfr 

f; 

(4) 4R fnaffvfr 5fT44R TfyfTRT, 1961 % 

suraFit t sfiftr sfr! sift farw fkr- 
f*m % aroTEpT srife^ift t fwt 
Efr^n ; 

(5) BlFTRcfT % (trst TT ir TfafRF 

TTfSFlt WR qf^PTfeTT FFTFT TfRit 44% 
otW fifst tt 4 i\ xnpfr 1 

[srfa^TTr 42/2002/TT.4. 1 97/2 36/2 001-4T44R 

fa.-I] 

mt.qt.’RT. f«F3 T,?fr far? 
New Delhi, the 12th February, 2002 
(INCOME TAX) 

S.O. 1225.—lu exercise of the powers confeired by the 
Sub-clause (iv) of clause (23C) of Section 10 of the Income- 
tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Government hereby 
notifies the “Institute for Financial Management and Research, 
Nungambakkam, Chennai” for the purpose of the said Sub¬ 
clause for the assessment years 1999-2000 to 2001-2002 
subject to the following conditions, namely :— 

(i) the assessee will apply its income, or accumulate 
for application, wholly and exclusively to the objects 
for which it is established; 

Cii) the assessee will not invest or deposit its funds (other 
than voluntary contributions received and maintained 
in the form of jewellery, furniture etc.) for any period 
during the previous years relevant to the assessment 
years mentioned above other wise than in any one 
or more of the forms or modes specified in Sub¬ 
section (5) of Section 11; 

(iii) this notification will not apply in relation to any 

income being profits and gains of business, unless 
the business is incidental to the attainment of the 
objectives of the assessee and separate books of 
accounts are maintained in respect of such business. 

(iv) the assessee will regularly file its return of income 
before the Income-tax authority in accordance with 
the provisions of the Income-tax Act. 1961. 

(v) that in the event of dissolution, it surplus aryl the 

assets will be given to a charitable organizariou with 
similar objectives. 

[Notification No. 42|2002(F. No. 197;236i200f-ITA-I] 
I. P. S. BINDRA, Under Secy. 

Hi fefaV, 12 45TR>, 2002 

( %n w< ) 

tt. ?rr. 1 226 .—?hwf srfaffaFT, 1 96 1 
(1961 TT 43 ) T> STTI 10 % Hiw ( 23-4 ) 
% (iv) 3RT 5FRT Tffafaf TT TRT 

§0 %fafa prtr qfRiRr '* fa 44T%f dkfaft 
4FTPfl 4fa TU fa RTST, Fraf" to 


HI 1999-2000 *4 2001-2002 TT % 4R fal)?- 

T4 % fair fTt-H(rif 5 acT Rcff % ?FfcfFT 4?fa |0 
TTf Tqfa:? % SqfaFffa ^fs)^f=TT TRff I, FFlfa : — 

( 1) TT fRWTfRcfr TFFbt STFf TT SfaRFT 4R4T 
cFFpi 3TFT TI ^%f4F4 TFT V farq "dWf 
(iTR gTcRT T4T HRTRTJTr 44 4?faT % 
f'TO 4R4T faFTT fvftt 5444 HA iTTT it 

Hf ft; 

(2) 4R 44444 4R fagfaq efaf 4 

W ; RT Tt fafaY vfr 5Rfa % 

nirtn am 11 it txrarcr ( 5 ) 4 fafa- 

fo>4 feet tfe 444T 4 TrUT 54 

5T44T cfafet 4 f'Ov! 4Ffet 4 44Tt fafa 

( ^TF-'JiRrffFFT, 44lfaR 4444 fafat 5FT 

4TTfc I if 4F4 cRT 44Ffct4 
44TFT 4 fa?) ) TTfa45T H?J 4R4T 
ViHHl T4T 4R4T 4T4T; 

( 3 ) zr 5ifap|RTT f-Ttfr q?fr % mi 4 
RT 4 dff §Ffr, -sflfT TR^TTF ’T 5FT TT 4 

cT4r FTfRWTR 44 cTT fT 04T TTfRTF 

tr tf fnrfRfr % tpl 4TfR % 

ferq 4raftTT |T 44 T 44 tritr % 

444 ir ?ft*t ^ %'aT-TfeTTrti Rat 

TTcfr |"r ; 

( 4 ) 4R ftraffTtfr TT4TT Fff'afTTT, 1961 % 

4TT4RT % Hd4R 4461 TT4 fwTfit 

•O 

fa-TfR'T T4 ir 5TFTT4 trifaTUT T FT>T¥i 
TT54 t'RTT; 

( 5 ) 4 WFRT % fTTcR fF4fiT if ?ifrffTlfr 
rrfw qrfRRTfriTr trft tIpTt ttt 
44T4 4 42A 4>T 4 it TTfitfr I 

[?rfepj. 43 / 2002 / 44 . r. 197 / 105/2001 

'flT44R Ff.-I] 
srrf. q'r. 114 . Irst, m? ofcR 

New- Delhi, the 12th February, 2002 
(INCOME TAX) 

S.O. 1226.—lu exercise ol the powers comerreu by the 
Sub-clause (iv) of clause (230 of Section 10 of the Income- 
tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Government hereby 
notifies the “The Muncheriee Nowiojee Banajee Industrial 
Home for the Blind, Mumbai" for the purfose of th<* said 
Sub-clause for the assessment years 1999-2000 to 2001-2002 
subject to the following conditions, namely ; — 

fi; the assessee will apply its income, or accumulate 
for application, wholly and exclusively to the objects 
for which it is established; 

(ii) the assessee will not invest or deposit its funds (other 
than voluntary eorfriburions ’-•-cewed ar.d nairtainxl 
n the fcm. c r '-uv.. : ;v p,—; ; ■ ! -c t prr tnv r : -1 o i 

during the previuc; vs'-rs reievan; a.- he •‘•sy.-.su c.:t 

years mentioned above other wise than in any one 
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or mere of the forms cr racdis sp'Tiled in Sub¬ 
section (5) of Section 11; 

(iii) this notification will not apply in relation to nay 

income being piofi s and gains of business, unless 
the business is incidental to the attainment of the 
objcc-ives of the as-emee and separate books of 
accounts are mainis'n.'d in respect of such business. 

(iv) the te'seswe will regularly file its return of income 
before the Income-tax authority ia accordance with 
the provisions of iiie Income-tax Act, 1961. 

(v) that in the eveni of dissolution, it su'plus ami the 

assets will fce given to a charitable organization with 
similar objectives. 

[Notification No. 432002, F. No. 197/105 7 2001- 1TA-I1 
I. F. S. BINDRA, Under Secy. 

TT femft, 12 2 002 

( WTIR ) 

frr. 5Tf. 122 7.—STRIR Wilf-VTA, 1961 

(1961 Htr 43) SITU 10% WS (23-tr) % 

(5) sttt stTtfi ufewu m *px% rvq 
STITT ItcRITTT fo gteTCUt 501 , fe T.tlWbT 
T42TT STTH RTT STvFTT^TBi, «vrrr, %t 

1992-9 3 % 199 4-95 % ITT feM Tlf 

% fsTC fawfrlrtT Weft % 5 Tcfln T^T §0 ^<T BRUT 

% ttYttw iwcfr :— 

(1) zpx fTatum sar^ntsY ww tt sdht 

tt# 5ttt tt tut % frq twit 

BTTT 'J'fimTT T«ST TTuFTTTT TT % 

fvpi mUTT fWT% S5%t FTRuT IT 

o ; 

(2) ^ f TOif<clT TTTTT TT fniUT wir % 

dTT Tiff TWf %t frrft *fr surfa % 
mrrr ‘ciru 11 %r -TTcim (5) % frrr- 

ftpefr q;p ?rw ott % >/rasp ftr 

srm-TT ?rfm ir f-iTi ttY-tt h t'-hY 

(^cji;-^fcrife7itT, <?.tNt trtt fcrfr 7-1 

STFI Wife % V'T if TUT 2R1 ifKlhilfiT 

sfsTXH % f-TT ) IT ITTT Tfil 

%Ynr tw tt w'rt •r'i tt-ctt twit ; 

( 3 ) tff fart tJifr vmr % ii 

tr T<|r qrf% ttutitt t mm 

mi Thun gr wsr mu hi torttk 

“w r'T=i?fT3T % ssi-Aii h'.'i siifc=f % 

itoTtt rqr |t mtr fir ttuttk 

% TIT if 5TTT % TrtT-^feflTT nfl vat 

Writ ft ; 

( 4 ) TT fn’atu.rft WTTT Tidf-TTT, 1961 % 

uraapff % ?ppriT vprqt wr w?<:v 

ftprffKr - : ?h % wif'Hv sufidhwff % mzi 


(5) WliT-h%t % fcstvT rft ft-q'fiT % ^faf^T 

VUTTi q-fs?lTqfrWT tUTW ?T% 

%T k %T WltaWT I 

[sti^wb. 41 / 2002 / 1 . 1 . ?i. 197 / 235 / 2001 - 

wqwT . - 1 ] 
mi. it. Off. fspST, 


New Delhi, the 12th February. 2002 
[INCOME TAX) 

S.O. 1227.-—In exercise of the powers conferred by the 
Sub-clause (v) of clause (230 of Section 10 of the Income- 
tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Government hereby 
notifies the “The Society of the Franciscan Servants oi Mary, 
Aicgapurr.nl, Salem, Tamil Nadu” for the purpose of the said 
sub-clause for the assessment years 1992-93 to 1994-95 
•subject to the following conditions, namely :— 

(i) the assesses will apply its income, or accumulate 
for application, wholly and exclusively to the objects 
for which it is established; 

(ii) the assessee will not invest or deposit its funds (other 

than voluntary contributions received and maintained 
in the form of jewellery, furniture etc.) for any period 
during the prev : ous years relevant to the assessment 
years mentioned above otherwise than in any one 
or mere of the forms or modes specified in Sub- 
sfch'on (5) cf Section 11 ; 

(ii : ) this notification will not apply in relation to any 
income being profits and gains of business, unless 
the business is incidental to the attainment of the 
obiectivcs of the assessee and separate books of 
recounts are maintemed in respect of such business. 

(iv) the ess.'.-.see v/dl regularly file its return of income 
before the Income-tax authority in accordance with 
the provisions of the Income-tax Act. 1961. 

(v) that iii the eveni of dissolution, it surplus and the 

assess wi’l be riven to a charitable organization with 
similar objectives. 

[Notification No. 41|2002F. No. 197j235|2001-ITA-Il 
I. P. S. BINDRA, Under Secy. 

tif fevrfr, 2i 2002 

( WWR ) 

HI. ?rr. 122 8 .— 7 IW 1 wfsifav-PT, 1961 

(1961 IT 43) StRT 10 % (23l) % 

(5) 3TIT 5FW1 7rf'W%T Tl HBT WcTT 
%'A>T ^rUfiiT 0 vpR; 'TjItT ddB fUBfETfiT 

'4r nrW. v Ti?ft rpTTfif- 3.TWT3 

1999--20 0 0 is 2001-2002 TRT HT 

%frrn fwdfdf'lrr WcTf % ^ j§f % 

TfTDTTR ^fJ^rTT IRIT TMfd:— 

( 1) fTSTr.efi TTTTT 5TfT IT ^^RiTT WTTT 
WTf?r 5TR W I^TSTFr HTT % frrn ^qt^rr 
^ofcTTT cT«U TTWIciTT WT % 

fvTO sTTTT fwT% fvTT ^RVIT 
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(2) gr fcraVMf sgggr gr f^akr-i gtff g 
*FTcT fM'T ggf gV fgtfV ' 4 V ggf (T % gkFT 
snrr 11 # ^ranr (5) if fgfgfegr MV 

^ 5 FlqT qg % gftig %g 5 TS}'TT cPUgT 
g Mr rrwr g gggr fgfg (ggr-ggrffug, 
ggM gw MV g?g grig % ^g 
Jr juft w ggrfgcr fIMt gwg g 
M?) gT fagsr g^r wmm mm mr mrr 
nft gw g%trr; 

(3) gf gfkjw MV^gVgur gggg g ?mg/r 
5 > 4 V, kVfg gRVgR g argr grg w gfg- 
grg |V gg gg fg ggr gkVgrc ggg gr 
fgaffggT % gV nifar % fgn skfag 
g/r ?> ggr pg grWgR % ggg g mm 
g km jfrggrn; g?g w gig/ gjr, 

(4) gx MtMV grggi; gftjfagg, 1901 % 
JiTTcngV % gggig mm mm fwkV fmr- 
fgg kg g iw aifggkr % wa g.^g 
gw ; 

(5) fmm gr Mar g gf-rkgr ttMV kk 

gfoMw otr g|wlf wr smH gggg 

gV ^ gv gTqgg 1 

?g fwg 31 fmnm, 2001 g> gfggggr 
g. 382/2001 g> gfggfgg ggg gr(V 
Mt ggT 1 1 

[gfagwg. 48 / 2002 /gr. g. 197 / 193 / 2001 - 

^nfgVg-1] 

mf. g>. U 5 . f«p?T, 5 Rg gfgg 

New Delhi, the 21st Februa.y, 2002 
(INCOME TAX) 

S.O. 122S.—In exercise of the powers con toned by the 
Sub-clause (iv) of clause (23C) of Section 10 of the Income- 
tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961). the Central Government hereby 
notifies the ‘‘Srimad Ujjayini Saddhatma Simhasana Sti Tara- 
l.tfcalu Jagadguru Briharrmath Sirigete. Karnataka” for the 
purpose of the said sub-clause for the assessment years 
1999-2000 to 2001-2002 subject to the following conditions 
namely :— 

(i) the assessee wiil apply i.s income, or accumulate 
for application, who'ly and exclusively to the objects 
for which it is established: 

(ii) the assessee will not mve.-t or deposit its funds (other 

than voluntary contributions received and maintained 
in the form of jewellery. furniture etc.) for any period 
during the previous yeais relevant to the assessment 
years mentioned above other wise than in any one 
or more of the forms or modes specified in Sub¬ 
section (5) of Section 11; 

(iii) this notification will not apply in lelatir-n its arty 

income being profits and gains of business, unless 
the business is incidental to the attainment of the 
objectives of the assessee and separate books of 
accounts are maintained in respect of such business. 

(iv; '' at‘t - -e: wit rec-Fr.* r - v —. iT-rrii c. cacom- 
:e -> i-enn author’w in . recreance with 

the provisions of the Income-tax Act, 1961. 


[Pari II—Sec. 3 (it)] 

(v) that in the event of dissolution, it surplus and the 
assets will be given to a charitable organization with 
similar objectives. 

This issues in supersession of notification No 382)2001 
dated 31st December, 2001. 

['Noificalion No. 48|2092[F. No. 197| 19S[2f01-ITA-l] 

I. P. S. BINDRA, Under Secy. 

gf fMV, 21 gwV, 2002 

(anggg ) 

gT.gr. 1229:—grggg gfafrgg, 19e 1 (1 96 1 gi 
43) gV gm 10 g kg ( 23 -g)g ggkg (iv) 
s:m wt gffggf grr agm ggg|tr gtf.g gigiT 
"'girTTgr agia ?grgg gfgfg, gfggg, utg- 
g> 1999-2000 g 2001-2002 gg % gg 
fgtrVtgggt g M fgig f.?rfkg wf % g|g |F 
ggg agtggrg gfggfgg gvkt mmm : — 

(i) gg fguikkr gggt mm gr mm 

ggrgt gig gT ?grgrg ggg g fgg gggr 
gggg ggggr ggi'g^r-gagT ^g % fgtr 

gggT fggg MwgV ggiggi gV gf |; 

(ii) gg fgmfgcfr g«[ggrgg fgsrfggggf g ggg 

gggcff ggfgV fggT 'dr ggf : J g gVgR srrgr 

cs 

ii gV gggrgT(5)g fgfgM fggr ^g 
gggr gg g gfag m mm ggVg'i g kng cRrgf 
g gggV fgfa- (ggg-wfiUd, gjff^rg gggT 
fggfV g-g gg^grfgk gg g ggg ggr m- 
gferg gtMg gggig g fg^g) gr fggg g|f 
BpggT gggr "gJr ggT g^V gggr g%gr; 

I iii) g^ gfggg-gT fggt ggV gig % 

g gig gfr fkk kifg giFKir g g^g grg 
cpgr gf'drrrg gg gg fg ogr girtgig 
g~ fggffaft g i&mim gifg % 
M argfgg g?V ft mm 05 grr'RfT 
% ggsr g gggg kgr-q o fgrgig g#r gkr 
gTffV gf ; 

(iv) gg fgarTfkfV gtggg gfafngg, 19 6 1 % 
argengt g ggBTTgggt gig fggmfV fgg- 

g giggr srrftrgrft % ggw grt^ 

gr^T ; 

(v) girngeV g fm<m gt ftgfg g gPrftgT 
Ttfggr gk gfengfiigt Bgig o^/rTv grk 
ggfg g'V t gr gpgfr 1 

[gfgggnr g. 46 / 2002 /gr. k. 197 / 237 / 2001 - 

gi-gkr.-i] 

Pif. -tr. T-r~ , g’-iz ’.■■■-.g 




3$27 


* !\ Vj 8TT*<t^uy 


New DelW, the 21st February, 2002 
(INCOME-TAX) 

S.O. 1229.—In exercise of the powers conferred by 
the Sub-clause (iv) of Clause (23C) of Section 10 
of the Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Cen¬ 
tral Government hereby notifies the “Maharana Pratap 
Smarak Samity, Udaipur. Rajasthan” for the purpose 
of the said sub-clause for the assessment years 
1999-2000 to 2001-2002 subject to the following 
conditions, namely :— 

(i) the assessee will apply its income, or accu¬ 

mulate for application, wholly and exclu¬ 
sively to the objects for which it is estab¬ 
lished ; 

(ii) the assessee will not invest or deposit its 
funds (other than voluntary contributions 
received and maintained in the form of 
jewellery, furniture etc.) for any period dur¬ 
ing the previous years relevant to the assess¬ 
ment years mentioned above otherwise than 
in any one or more of the forms or modes 
specified in Sub-section (5) of Section 11 ; 

(iii) this notification wall not apply in relation to 

any income being profits and gains of busi¬ 
ness, unless the business is incidental to the 
attainment of the objectives of the assessee 
and separate books of accounts are main¬ 
tained in respect of such business ; 

(iv) the assessee will regularly file its return of 
income before the Tncome-tax authority in 
accordance with the provisions of the 
Income-tax Act, 1961 ; 

(v) that in the event of dissolution, it surplus and 

the assets will be given to a charitable 
organization with similar objecitves. 

[Notification No. 46/2002,/F. No. 197/237/2001- 

ITA-I] 

I. P. S. BINDRA, Under Secy, 
rrf 21 2002 

(TTTTT ) 

Tr.Tr.1230 .—tpttt sifsrfim, i 96 i (1901 tt 
43) ft TUT 10 ( 234) % TTsTF (iv) 5TTT 

mm yrfiffffTT mfPT tt% fr Wta httk 
"TUT fFTTT TlTTIdl” Tt FT 2002-2003 % 
2004-2005sir %tt fFotrwFff% f%tT frfj^rfrfer 
wf % ^'sfn=r fT pff nts % tpfhspn# TfarrfFF 

TTFt I, tfif :— 

(i) TTfomfuft mft tbttt tfft 

fftt tit tt tt% f ftp 

fFTF TJTsirr ftt ^ % 

f%TT qr??TT fqpT%f%f UTTT rsgfq-pr ft of 

I; 


-fc c f/ff'f-3, hsfo 

( ii) fu hraiftyfr srf ff tt fFffTT Ffi % fff 
qfcpff efff FT fqpft ft TFff T FtTTF 9TTT 
11 ft 3TOTTT (5)F fFtorCT fwt FT 
TFTr tpp FTfilT FF T4FT Fftft % ftFP 
FTtfT % TFft fgftr (f FT-TFlffTTF, TFT- 

tt, ttft ffrfr 54 Trfe % tf % 

TTFT cl«rr TFTfSTF TFffSF? f 9I4TF % ff?F) 
TT fFFTPfF TTFTT*TFTTI%T*TT Pff TTFT 

(iii) f\? TferfFFi fftft tot tft f tffsi % 

FTP n|r fftft, tftff TTTTFTT HTCF FTP 
FFT 5 Nt 4 ft TF FT ff TFT TTTTFTT 
TFF TV f-lTrf<FT f T>stfT ft TlfFT 
f ffp Tltfftfr oft FT FFT ft TTTTFIT f 
tftfTTTTnTtf FWTFfTFTTtfFtff Tft >3TTFTFf; 

(iv) ftt fFTtrefr tpttt TfFfTFfr, i96i % 
TTTTTFi f TFTTTT TFPt 514 fFFTtff fnT- 
UTT Tt % SOP pT prrj-5T% % F-TST TUT 
FtTFT ; 

(v) TFFTF ft f«FfF % TCkFF TrftpTT TfT qfV- 
T-'TftTTr TPTH FT% Ptfrtf tfFSF ff $ 
ft Tltftff | 

[wfSTTTFT %. 47/2002/TT. %. 19 7/36/20 0 2/— 

TT.T. fb.-l] 
Tff.fr. trp. 1%U37, TFT TfTF 

New Delhi, the 21st February, 2002 
(INCOME-TAX) 

S.O. .1230.— In exercise of the powers conferred by 
the Sub-clause (iv) of Clause (23C) of Section 10 
of the Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the 
Central Government hereby notifies the ‘Bharat Seva- 
shram Sangha, Kolkafa” for the purpose of the said 
sub-clause for the assessment years 2002-2003 to 
2004-2005 subject to the following conditions, 
namely :— 

(i) the assessee will apply its income, or accu¬ 
mulate for application, wholly and ex¬ 
clusively to the objects for which it is 
established ; 

(ii) the assessee will not invest or deposit its 

funds (other than voluntary contributions 
received and maintained in the form of jewel¬ 
lery, furniture etc.) for any period during' 
the previous years relevant to the assessment 
years mentioned above otherwise than in any 
one or more of the forms or modes specified 
in Sub-section (5) cf Section 11 ; 

(iii) this notification will not apply in relation to 
any income being profits and gains of busi¬ 
ness. unless the business is incidental to the 




a .cmme. c. 

and separate books of accounts a-a maintain¬ 
ed in re spec! of such business ; 

f ; v) tb: acsesve will regu'ariy file ir: return of 
*n z r '^ j* ~ \* *’* ^ *_* -* - "*. ^a - 1 '"-ortv 
accordance with 'he provisions of the 
Income-tax Act, 1%! : 

(v) that in the event of disroii'^cn, it rurg’us and 
the assets will be si veil to a charitable 
organ : zct ; on with similar objectives. 


[Notification No. 47/2002 'F. No. 197 .'36/2002• 

IT A-11 

I. P S, BIN Dp A. Unde r Secy. 

vf 2 1 NTpvV >00 2 

(5fBTTN) 

WT.TTT. 1 23 1 .—-mJTPh sHffqfrTj-T, 1961 ( 1 9 61 NT 

43) nY tsrrrr to % tt? ( 23 t) % tint (iv) nut 

5Tw=T TTi^ftff NT SPTtT NTsT f7 STNTT N?- 

ttt “ h Trxix *f stk^pst rnTrypr, =tmf” 

NT 1998-09 ?T 2 0 0 0- 2 c 0 l TN % NT fr-.'.TvT wff 

% ferp f-'N frrT~ t tNcff % Tripr ••'--t fl ~-t ^ 

TBTTTU vr.:“Tw"T §’. NTq :— 

(i) ^rr f~ : iiorff itrnr nt vw%tttwttt 


- T£T 

ttrrr "T 

^--p.-rq-pr-f -vdT c*TW 

rirxr 7 

7T-"3T' 

rfC : 5 - - JJ-TT ~ Tvnri % 

f-rr q.V'Tl fb.TplT 

fbp cr.riT rsrrc- -T %7 pp fj; 

r"' 

r t 


rr - v"? - 


77-:f.r % Tl’Tn ~Kf 

- 1 L r*« 

7 vr, T 

(?) 'f r P.rTfr p>p z '757 


•, i . ; ' 

■ •- ; -r.T rr'Nj 7 f-N7 nrirrif 

?r - - 

r-ifr f nt (n'. p:-ervrfv/wT, STfi-pr, 

g 

•p— rfv v 

7? “ v’" 1 , f"-? cT Ts • ' Tt ? T^rj" 

rf j - 

„ -perm 

w.r-NN N fa~,) N' 


Mh) ?TT v-Pittw-T frin p# UPT % 7N7 *T 
rfpr r= ; vpft, cf,7% 7 777 NTW 

rru .:,fsF7rvT5> hi ^-f-frrrvr 7?TT tkt 
V--ifvTT % :i>wrv 77 7 9: V.R 
tr.'-'if.Yv p/r fr frhYt : ; w svej t 

v;p-;'V H TTSTf 3 o f~“uT rp; 7 "oTT -'Trior; 

(;vf m fotofoTf 57 of.Tf q- ;, r;6t % 

5571.0’’oft S" NT 1 7T NvTf 7,'.T NnswiYirT- 
fsr-7 ”7 7 7H7 A’ thProP'r % r-7 UTn 
rpriTT ; 


•IV).. A ' • ••: ,:. ' ■■ - ■ • o. •. ..,.7 

Tf~7T 7W s-p'qwrfpTW yp-fq qjhjjy cpSf 

N : T? V V-fT v" < tt VTTrfi I 

r- em':;COr:W ri. :c 7 / 5 / 2 oor- 

wr.v. ft-]] 
NTT. <ff m-:. f pry;, qf„-q 

New D. hi. the 21st February. 2002 
ffNCOhJE-TAX) 

•-.O. 1271 —In exca rf ■!’■; irrwers conferred by 
the Sab-clause (iv) of Clause (23C) of Section 10 
of she Income-tax Act, i961 (.43 of 1961), the 
Central Govcv v.n r:i hereby neb fie s “The Periyar 
Self-Respect Propaganda Tnctifutlon, Chennai” for the 
pupose of the said sub-clause for the assessment years 
19/8-99 to 2900-2001 subject to \ e following condi¬ 
tions, namely :— 

(i) assesses will apply its income, or accumulate 
for application, wholly and exclusively to the 
objects for which it is established : 

(ii) the asscssee will not invest or deposit its 
funds (other than voluntary contributions 
received and maintained m the form of jewel¬ 
lery, furniture etc.) for any period during the 
previous years relevant to the assessment 
years mentioned above otherwise than in any 
one or more of the forms or modes specified 
in Sub-section (5) of Section 1 1 ; 

(iii) thh notification will no! apply in relation to 

< vj mc-vie bine profhs and gains of busi¬ 
ness, ur/ess the business is incidental to the 
attainment of the objectives of the assessed 
aid -cran-'e books of accounts are mai:i- 
t r’ncd in lesrvct of such business ; 

(iv) the asscssee will renularly file its return of 
income before the Income-tax Authority in 
accordance with the provisions of the 
Income-tax Act, 196' : 

(vl tfca* in the event of dissolution, it surplus and 
C 2 f '' ,A *2 viuH rt*x7£^ * ^ 

organ'-w'ion with similar objectives. 

Mo 49/2002/R No. 197/5/2002- 

ITA-I1 

I. P. S. PIN DR A. Under Secy. 


nf fe>riV, 23 PiTq-vj, 200 2 

Trr.TfT. 1 23 2 .— ■;;PwU r "P^biTP, 1 9 S1 ( 1 9 6 1 
NT 43) riV 97TT 10% 577 ( 23l) ?KT 377FT STtNapf 
NT 5PT>i fPf, %'fR STTTR BcTTcFT “?T?PT<7 

tt %7 t^nf.rpTT t;tn rif-wTT, ;rf frwfr ” %t 1994-95 

q 1990-9 7 mr % ” r fV-rrorr 3-nf % fb-rr fqrq- 






[*THT TI~-!¥ * 3 (ii)] 

f#fa4 wf % 4#4 r f% ftr 444 ’afa % spffaipf 

# 4 ## 4R# |; 4#4 :— 

(i) 4R-f4#ft# 44 # ?rnr 44 wrptiw 444 T 

44# 414 4f! R44TR 4R4 % #3 4444 

shut# 4444 tf444 *44(23) 
srn 441 ##fti4 •jpt i 1 # 4wnr (2) 
sfk (3)% RT4# % 514/44 #>1441 441 

spTwnRT 445# % far 4R4T fa# far 
44# ?«rmr # 4#|;_ 

(ii) 4R fatffa# 444444R fflufar4#4 444 
444# 4# # %# # 44% % #414 STRT 11 
# 444 R1 (5)*r fafafa^fa# ##p 

4441 34 4 srfafi# 4441 4## 4 
far?:? 4## 4 44# fafsr [#n>44if#;i4 
4)#44 4441 fa# 4R 4^3, far 
*gfa (23)% #44 47334% ?i#4 #4 
g-RT ^ftRrffai fan 41# % 44 if 444 
4*n 4flRfai4 ?#fa^r 451414 4 f#4] # 
fatn #f trt 4441 # 441 4# 4441 
4 #ti; 

(iii) 4R famffar 447# # fa# # 3#% 

% 44 # 414 % fa# 414 4T 444 

fa# 34>f43514 51441 4441 # in - 
414 % 44141 4# 4# 41 ; #T 

(iv) W. #44441 fa# %# str % #% 4 

414 4# ##, # fa 4 trt 414 
441 wfafff # 44 ^ fa 341 i?rrff^7T 

444 4R fayifafr% 4f5## 5##% far 

4i#44 4# # fT«rr 34 fam % 444 if 

444 it fan ##443 4^ T# 41# # I 

[#444414. 53/2002#!.4. 1 96/ 1 7 /200 1-4I44R fa-I] 
nrf. #•. 34. fsrfsrr, 447: 4f#r 

New Delhi, the 28tb February, 2002 
(INCOME TAX) 

S.O. 1232.—In exercise of the powers conferred 
by clause (23) of section 10 of the Income lax Act, 
1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Government hereby 
notifies the “National Rifle Association of India;, New 
Delhi’’ for the purpose of the said clause for assessment 
years 1994-95 to 1996-97 subject to the following 
conditions, namely : — 

(i) the assessec will apply j;.s income, or accumu¬ 
late it for application, in consonance with 
the provisions of sub-section (2) and (3) 
of Section 1 1 as modified by the said clause 
(23) for such accumulation wholly and ex¬ 
clusively to the objec’s for which it is 
established; 

1072 Gl/2002—6 
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(ii) the assessee wiH not invest or deposit ns 

funds other than voluntary contributions 
received and maintained in the form of 
jewellery, furniture or any other article as 
may be notified by the Board under the 
third provision to the aforesaid clause (23) 
for any period during the previous yeais 
relevant to the assessment years mentioned 
above otherwise than in any one or more of 
the forms or modes specified in Sub-section 
(5) of Section 11. 

(iii) the assessee will not distribute anv part of 

its income in any manner to its members 
except as grants to any association or insti¬ 
tution affiliated to it; and 

(iv) this notification will not apply in relation to 
any income, being profits and gains of busi¬ 
ness, unless the business is incidental 1o 
the attainments of the objectives of the 
assessee and separate books of acocunts 
are maintained in respect of such business. 

[Notification No. 53|2002jF. No. 196(1712001 -ITA-I] 
I. P. S. B1NDRA, Under Secy. 

nifeo#, 20 414, 2002 
(xtrtr) 

44.511. 1233 —4144R ###4) 1961 (l961 

44 43 ) # tmr 10 % far (23 -tt) % 4<Rfa ( 4 ) 

S RT sprt srfar# 4 tt n#rr t# 33 %#r wn 
tpresRT "fa faffaR xtR) fa #f#fan ffafafa xtr; 
*1#, ##R#T. 12, fifarfaffa ##RT#’ # 199 3- 
94 1995-96 ?TF % 4R fa#RT #f % f#( 

f####T #! % TfcffiT T# ftr RFfS- % 51#- 

n# ##Tf#T4R# I, ?T«lfa :— 

(i) ^ faalfa# Rfar ?TPT4tr t?«T4T 

^1# 5TT 44 Tf#TTR 47# % faR ^R4 
tT’RR' T^crzrTtfm tTTRcTT far 

4R4T fa# fatfffl# f«TR4T # nfl; 

(ii) 4R fa#fa# tRT4fT4R faafar4#%^44 
4 R 4 # 4 ## fa## ?T 4 f«r% #THSTRT 
11 4fl ^RSTRT (5)fi f4f#TRfa#tR7 
5144T trgt If #ST47 #T?144T 4^# 4 fan 
#faf T4# fafa (44 ■ r -44 rfayPT, 
T#4T ?144T fa# 4f3 4Tlfa % ^4 

fi 4TR 44T 4T47far4 #fa©4 4W4T4 4 Etr ) 

44 f445T4# 4144151441 #1441T?) 4R4T 

#41 ; 

(iii) 4f #tJ4441 fa# iT4l4r4 % 444 4 

414 4# #r, #fa 44#4K 4 41-4 414 
441 #4414# 44 44 fa 741 44#4R 

444 4R fnmffai % 43## 4ifar% fa7 


nr 7 n 414^4: 444 1 3, 2002/44 23, 1924 
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FPffTF Tf/f it TFT FT TP'tFTT % TTT 
T FTTf SraT-'Tf^Trr qff TJftFRft FT; 


(iv) TT fFSlIfFTl FTTTT fMtFT, 1961 % 
FTFFFft T TT'TTTT TTFTf FFT fFFT>jfT fTFfTF 
FT T FTFTT FlfFTlft % TFST, TTFT 
TTTT ; 

(v) TtTTFTt% fFFTTTt fFlfF J[ FfaftTF TTfw 

3ftT TfTTTlFfrTTt TTTT ^TTf FT"T FTfF 
TT5T Ft t Ft tJTTtrrrr | 

[fPjTFFT TT. 64/2OO2/TT. T. 197 / 8 / 2002 — 

FTFTT fJj.-I] 

Fit• TT. FT. f9F3T, TFT TfFF 

New Delhi, the 20th March, 2002 
(INCOME TAX) 

S.O. 1233.—In exercise of the powers conferred 
by the Sub-clause (V) of clause (23C) 
of Section 10 of the Income Tax Act, 
1901 (43 of 1961), the Central Government hereby 
notifies the “The insti'ute of the Franciscan Missiona¬ 
ries of Mary, Society No. 12, Nilgiris, Tamil Nadu" 
for the purpose of the said sub-clause for the assessment 
years 1993-94 to 1995-96 subject to the following 
conditions, namely: — 

(i) the assessee will apply its income, or accumu¬ 

late for application, wholly and exclusively 
to the objects for which it is established; 

(ii) the assessee will not invest or deposit its 
funds (other than voluntary contributions 
received and maintained in the foitn of 
jewellery, furniture etc.) for any period 
during the previous years relevant to the 
assessment years mentioned above otherwise 
than in any one or more of the forms or 
modes specified in sub-section (5) of 
Section 11; 

(iii) this notification will not apply in relation to 
any income being profits and gains of busi¬ 
ness unless the business is incidental to the 
attainment of the objectives of the assessee 
and separate books of accounts are main¬ 
tained in respect of such business. 

(iv) the assessee v/ill regularly file its return of 
income before the income-tax authority in 
accordance with the provisions of the In¬ 
come-tax Act, 1961. 

(v) that in the event of dissolution, it surplus and 

the assets will he given to a charitable orga¬ 
nization with similar objectives. 

[Notification No. 64(2002!F No. 197!8[2002-ITA-I] 
I. F, S. BTNDRA, Under Secy. 


[Part II— -5i:c. 3■ ii) I 
T# ftUTt, 20 TTF, 2002 
(ffitt) 

TT.TT. 1 23 4.—FPTTT TfufTTF, 1961 ( 1 9 6 1 TT 
43 ) Tt arm 10 % FT ( 2 3T) % WTT (V) STTT 

TFT tPe-TFI TT FTTT T T f |F, T??TF TTTTT FTT- 
STTT “TTT FTTT frfTFF TT, FTT TTTTFTT, fawn” 

Tt FF 200 1-2002 IT 2003-2004 TTT % TT fTF?- 
TF TFTT %F ffiTT frfiFT 9Trff % FFtT T§% |F TTT 
TTTTT % FFTFTTF FpTTfFT T^Tl I I FFTT 

(i) TT fTTTfTTT TTTT TIT TT TiTTTT FFFT 

TTTt TFT TT 7TTTFT TT% % fTF TTTT 
TFFT FF rFFT TFT FT^TTTT TT Tf 9Tf % 
fTF tJtt fFTT Ptf sTTT *FTFTT Tt 

t# I; 

(ii) tt frarffTTl tfftttt frofTT ff! f tft 

FFFWf TFf TT fTTT TT FFpX T TTTTT FTTT 
11 TT TFSTTTT (5)T fTTt FT 

5TTFT FF T TfSTT TT FTTT FUTT T 
fflVT TTtTT f TTTT fafF (TTT-TTTFfTTT 
TTfTT 3TTTT frAT 3CF TTcT TTFF T Tm T 
if FTFT TTT FTTfsTF TFfeST TTTFT T fF"T) 

TT fTT F T?ft TUTT FTTT TT TFT T?t 
TTTT T%TT ; 

(iii) Tl FftrTTTT fTTt FT1 FTT % TTF it 
TFT TFT FFTT , TT fT TTTlTTT ^ FT C T TTT 

TTT FpFTTFft FT TT fT PTT TTftTTT 
ITT TT fTFTfTTT T T? SFT TT FtPt % fFF 
FTFfFT Tff FT TTT FF TTDTTT % TTF 
if FAF F JpTT F fFTTTF TFT T*^t FTcft FT ; 

(iv) TT fTFtfTcft FTFTT ifjfTFF, 1961 T 
FFPJTTT % FTTI T FTTT FTF fFTT^ft fTF- 
fiFT TT if FTFTT FTftTTTft % FF«T TT^T 
TTTT ; 

(v) TFTFUr T ft FTT TT f?TpT t trfrflTT 
tlftlTt FTT qfTTfFfFTt TTTT TTT 

TTTT TTM t U FTFTT I 

[ttftrTFTT T. 65 / 2 OO 2 /TT. T. 197/144/2001 — 

FTTTT fr.-I TTT)] 
Flf. Ft. FT. fFFT. FTT TfFF 

New Delhi, the 20th March. 2002 
(INCOME TAX) 

S..O. 1234.—-In exercise of the powers conferred 
by the Sub»clause (V) of clause (23C) 
of Section 10 of the Income Tax Act, 
1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Government hereby 
notifies the “Mar Thoma Syrian Church of Malabar. 
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Tiruvalla” for the purpose of the said sub-clause for 
the assessment years 2001-2002 to 2003-2004 subject 
to the following conditions, namely :— 

(1) the assessee will apply its income, or accumu¬ 

late for application, wholly and. exclusively 
to the objects for which it is established; 

(ii) the assessee will not invest or deposit its 
funds (other than voluntary contributions 
received and maintained in the form of 
jewellery, furniture etc.) for any period 
during the previous years relevant to the 
assessment years mentioned above other wise 
than in any one or more of the forms or 
modes specified in sub-section (5) of 
Section 11; 

(iii) this notification will not apply in relation to 
any income being profi s and gains cf busi¬ 
ness, unless the business is incidental to the 
attainment of the objectives of the assessee 
and separate books of accounts are main¬ 
tained in respect of such business. 

(iv) the assessee will regularly file its return of 
income before the income-tax authoiity in 
accordance with the provision? of the In¬ 
come-tax Act, 1961. 

(v) that in the event of dissolution, it surplus and 

the assets will be given to a charitable orga¬ 
nization with similar objectives. 

[NotificationNo. 65|2002!F. No. 197|144|2001-TTA-1 

(Pt.)] 

1. F. S. BINDRA, Under Secy. 
Tf 20 RTF, 2002 

() 

TT. m. 1 235.—tw K&iw, 1961 

(1961 TT 43) Tit 9TTT 10%^ (23-T) % 

7W? (IV) 5TO 5TCrT srfsRflff TT 5PTFT TTF ftr 
spanr t^sirr " fferr tr?ftr*rn;spT ftt 
'TT f^nrr^^fTtrr tifm ft ?rf f^vft” tt 

FT 1995-96 Jr 1997-98 rPP % TT fTSrfr&r FFf 
% fvrtT OrRfJrfitcr wf % stfr ^ fn ^ 

% spftmr T^ft I, :— 

( l) T T fTSrfftrft TFTt TTTST TT ^tUFT FFFT 
FTT FIT % fvpT 

FFiFT yifrPn TFT WF&m FT ^TT % 
fro tttt fvrn fftt «ttfft t) 

-t# | ; 

(2) TT fTirtf-rrft FFFTT TF fatjftvT Tlf Jr 

^srf fsp*fr Vt ttfPj % 
Fkrr srra 11 tt Traro (5 ) t firfr- 
ft^ft nr m^r 

?mr ?rfTTf Jr f»Tvr twt % ott) Urfsr 
( shfft fwr vr^ 


HfFg Wife T TFT it FTT <TFT SlftfSKT 

UlfcUT FTFIT IT fvtvT) TT Rff 

tJftt smr ft trt Tft ttrt w%tt; 

(3) ? 7 fsrf^nr frrt n*ft ^ % tft Jr 

TFT ff^t f>ft, TtfT TRtTK T TIT TIT 

f«TT Tfwrw ft m fr bTr fmwf 
TW rf TF Ornffert % Tt Rifer T 

snfrfnr Tff ft tttrf % 

Jr Jr Tff urr 

TTcft ft ; 

( 4 ) tf faaffJcfr ttffu TfaftTR, 1961 % 

trmsrFft % TFT RTF TFFTT UTF fcTTFift 
fJprfka TF *r TfTFTF JTTfsrTlft % TF&T 

tJftt; 

( 5 ) TFTITFT % faFFR Tt fJ*T% it FTififFTT 
FT-fTFT TTTF FftTTrqfTTf TTTtT rf^T TTT 
grnM TJT5T TT % FT TJtJjft I 

{TTf^fTTT TFFT 62/200 2TT. T. 197/142/97- 
TTUTT'5 fT.-l] 

Fit. FT. trrr. ffTJT, ?TF T FfFF 

New Delhi, Ihe 20th March, 2002 
(INCOME TAX) 

S.O. 1235.—In exercise of the powers conferred by the 
Sub-clause (iv) of clause (23C) of Section 10 of the Income- 
tax Act, 1-961 (43 of 1961), the Central Government hereby 
notifies the “Indian Association of Parliamentarian Population 
and -Development, New Delhi” for the purpose of the said 
Sub-clause for the assessment years 1995-96 to 1997-98 
subject to the following conditions, namely:— 

(i) the assessee will apply its income, or accumulate 

for application, wholly and exclusively to the objects 
for which it is established; 

(ii) the assessee will not invest or deposit its funds (other 

than voluntary contributions received and maintain¬ 
ed in the form of jewellery; furniture etc.) for any 
period during the previous years relevant to the 
assessment years mentioned above otherwise than 
in any one or more of the forms or modes specified 
in- Sub-section (5) of .Section 11; 

(iii) this notification will not apply in relation to any 
income being profit apd gains of business, unless 
the business is incidental to the attainment of the 
objectives of the assessee and separate books of 
accounts are maintained in respect of such business. 

(iv) the assessee will regularly file its return of income 

before the Income-tax authority in accordance with 
the provisions of the Income-tax Act, 1961. 

(v) that in the event of dissolution, it surplus and the 

assets will be given to a charitable organization with 
similar objectives. 

[Notification No. 62|2002|F. No. 197i 142197-ITA-T] 
I. P. S. BINDRA. Under Secv. 

srf fFPTl, 20 BTT, 2002 

(5TFTTT) 

TT.STT. 12361—TFrTT tsrftlfatFr, 1961 (l961 

Tr 43 ) Tt srm 10 % ( 23 -n) % tfif ( 4 ) 
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[Part II —Sec. 3<ii)J 


rra srft yfepfr tt tYr ttY gF m- 


(ii) the assessee will not invest or deposit its funds (.other 
than voluntary contributions received and maintain¬ 
ed in the form of jewellery, furniture etc.) for any 
period during the previous years relevant to the 
assessment years mentioned above o.herwiss than 
in any one or more of the forms of modes specified 
in Sub-sectiori (5) of Section 11; 


fr mzzrm u fAi %rp:' Tr/ifR yfa ^fYyr, Ft 
fevef!” TT 1998-99 % 2000-2001 efT % 3R faYt- 

m ml % fvTjr fmmmm sitff % mm T m gF 

Try ot? % tYr-ttY yfygfyT tru surfa:— 

(i) v* fYstffRfr 33T/r yre Tr yyyT 

' ?f|tr tt fRtmvf ttY % f^TF FFTr 

FTTT yTcPTT cTTt yFHRfiTT RT 

fnfcr cfrVTrr f^% f^F rrY RimT tY 

nf I,; 

(ii) tr fYaffRft -jrfRr t~ fYYfRT yyf Y 
YfF ^Ncff FTT TT f%Yr sft yyfy % FRTF 
serf 2 tT 3»rsrra (s) Y fYfYfeR- f%^fr 
FT mm ft Y yfar m r mm frYtt 
Y fdvr % tttt fYfsr (^rc-smfg- 
Tia, tfNr yyyr frYr y;y tfj srife 

^ % FT ’ Y FRT cFTT yTTfaxT TT- 
Rsr Ytkpt Y fw) tt Mr f/t t/fi 
mm yY tot m?,\ trt y%ri; 

(iii) Fo yfyfFTi f%?fr fYi mx % ir 
vTFT Fgf gTFi, 3ft fT TRTTR Y STR TOT 
t-tt yfFrrw ft m me fT F?rr trYtr 

ft f?rarff^cfY % gfwt tt srrfcr % 
% far snYfYr Fifr ft ftt f# trhr 
% YYy ir yro ir Yto-tYtttf wt 
ttYv ft; 

(iv) tt ffrsrffV^ft mzm yfYfYq-ti, 1901 

% ymiYt % ?rfr yqYr cttt fTTFifr 

fntrfqq to ir srfyTRY % ffst 

tiItt t Gtt; 

(v) rftsTTst % Nttr tI ftyfY ir yfafTTF 
Tffsrrr srk TfRTT'rfYyr ftr tito tot 
yYrY Yfsf tt ? fr yrrYfr 1 

[yfy^FFT rf. 63/2002 /Trfvr rr. 197 / 27 /- 

2 002 -?rnT 4 )Tf 4 , .-13 
mt. fr. f^t . firer, mx qfqq 

New Delhi, the 20th March, 2002 
(INCOME TAX) 

S.O. 1236.—In exercise of the powers conferred by the 
Sub-clause (iv) of clause (23C) of Section 10 of the Income- 
tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Government hereby 
notifies the “Heart, Care Foundation of India, New Delhi" 
for the purpose of the said Sub-clause for the assessment 
yea s 1998-99 to 2000-2001 subject to the following condi¬ 
tions, namely :—■ 

(i) the assessee will apply its income, or accumulate 
for .application, wholly and exclusively to the objects 
for which it is established; 


(iii) this notification will not apply in relation to any 
income being profits and gains of business unless 
the business is incidental to the attainment of the 
objectives of the assessee and separate books of 
accounts are maintained in respect of such business. 

(iv) the assessee will regularly file its return of income 

before the Income-tax authority in accordance with 
the provisions of the Income-tax Act, 1961. 

(v) that in the event of dissolution, it surplus and the 

assets will be given to a charitable organisation with 
similar objectives. 

['Notification No. 63[2002|F. No. 197|27|2002-1TA-I! 

I. P. S. BINDRA, Under Secy. 

?ri fcufr, 20 Rut, 2002 

(STTW?-) 

5FT.?TT.l 23 7-—HIW ?rfdfarrH, 1961 (l961 

43 ) # "ur 10 % g-? ( 23 , r) ^ ^ gn (iv) 

5TO 3Trt TlftrFU TT HTFT SRF fn, %vfrrr ITOfiR 
FT55TO “f? Tf T TT T FfTTmu PTTPIHri rij fTHFvf 
ffPlFRt, ^"Tf” ?T M 1998-99 fl 2000-01 (1=6% 
m fayTOt m\ t fuF FnMfpf'aT wf % irypi 
T^?r fF tot m % TFnFny fRfr 

tqryk ;— 

(i) m FraifRT tftt tt mm 

?TFT ; TT SPHTIW TTOT % fvTri 
qyzrq- ToiTifT T'4T ^TtRFTTT RT tJfRl'f % fvTF 
fvTF Pimi tT I, 

(ii) m friNTfufl TTT TT m friyRTT Trif k FTpf 
ttttT yyf snr fryf r 4 t mm % ?rr tto 11 
At t3trym ( 5 ) if faf-rfeRfTTt ft mm 

FT if srfsrr m mm tutt A foR fRir/ 
t rttI My (Ayr-TTrfTOT, mm 
fTFf mx yrfy A ft ir ripi yyr sRTfey 

ytfiT'R if f'T-T) TT fTTT TSf TTFT 
■ mm fA inn t?t • tttt ; 

(iii) m yfyFTTT f^raY ffi yrr % yyy Y 
mtt t?T Ym, ArfT TT/tyTTYsiTO rtf 
ttt yfyRry At m tt fT fft TirlyTT 
yr=r tt ffTdTfryf ■ % Tisyf yf yrfpr % 
f^F mYfYr t?T st yyr m Turnr % 
Yyy Y w Y Y^t tYttY, tY toY snYl 

5B*t • ' • 

C-1 ; 

(iv) tt fyyYFfr mmxz yfyfrpTF, 1 96 1 % 

stt-wt Y y itr rrrr r r Yrr rr 
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Tt^rra: *rihs 1 3 , 2002/Fg 23,1924 


3533 


bra rm 4 fft-tf aTfagrrt) % mrst 
g^u ; 

(v) braza 4 t fwtf?r4 srfafran trfsrm mx sU- 
rrrafrrat ^nn^T Ftrai m4 anra fixzF 4 t 3 
Ct ^rntTpr 1 

[srf-l^T 4. 6 6/ 2 0 0 2/TJ. 4. 19 7/23/2002- 

snf ST n-U 

ml. 4f. n?T. firar, XfSX Ffmt 

New Delhi, the 20th March, 2002 
(INCOME TAX) 

S.O. 1237.—rn exercise of the powers 
conferred by the sub-clause (iv) of clause 
(23C) of section 10 of the Income-tax Act, 
J 961 (43 of 1961),’ the Central Government 
hereby notifies the “The Periyar Maniammai 
Educational and Charitable Society, Chennai” 
for the purpose of the said sub-clause for the 
assessment years 1998-99 to 2000-2001 sub¬ 
ject to the following conditions namely :— 

(i) the assessee will apply its income, or 
accumulate for application wholly 
and exclusively to the objects for 
which it is established; 

(ii) the assessee will not invest or deposit 
its funds (other than voluntary con¬ 
tributions received and maintained 
in the form of jewellery, furniture 
etc.) for any period during the pre¬ 
vious years relevant to the assess¬ 
ment years mentioned above other 
wise than in any one or more of the 
forms or modes specified in sub¬ 
section (5) of Section 11: 

(iii) this notification will not apply in 
relation to any income being profits 
and gains of business, unless the 
business is incidental to the attain¬ 
ment of the objectives of the assessee 
and separate books of accounts are 
maintained in respect of such 
business. 

(iv) the assessee will regularly file its re¬ 
turn of income before the Income- 
tax authority in accordance with the 
provisions of the Income-tax Act, 
1961. 

(v) that in the event of dissolution, it 

surplus and the assets will be given 


to a charitable organization with 
similar objectives. 

[Notification No. 66 2002!F. No. 197 23! 

2002-1TA-I] 

I. P. S. BINDRA; Under Secy. 

gf feraf, 2 mm. 2002 
(ffptf) 

sgT.m.l 238:—5TF?gF STfabPFT, 1961 (1961 =PT 

43) 4 t am 10% ms (23^) % sms (iv) §m 
st^xt m 94ft g;z4 §0 gran? ora- 

?kt “ Tr fargom smrF, Feng; r? gq” 1999 - 
2000 4 2001-2002 fFP 4 fx fassbra 4 fan 
*r?ff 4 sra>TTf 4 §0 3 Fct ms % azfrmrra 
Ff-Jttfmr =tf4t I, mra :— 

(i) gra firatfrar ‘wTt stft m ?4 fttf sram 
ssm srra ft 34 bTTFFr 4 4 Pro sw 
4=5FFT gyi^FTT cFTT SFaWIT TFT ^u4f 4 f'T n 

gT^tT f : 3FT% fFt> gTTFt TRmT 4t T[f 

(ii) FT faUTftcfT Xrr faypra ^q'f 4 4 ^ 

rytFff srI 4) iftT 4t sralu % 4 tth a ft 11 
4r ftuttt (5) 4 fafoferaf^mqFmraT 
hf 4 ttUf sr sram cTTTFT 4 fora frfpt 
4 ffTt brfa (^cp-^iffFrr, aram 
farar mg gra 5 ttB % 4 mra frt sr- 

zferT ^FgTF 4 fam) ft fagF 
ft*tt m?gT f4 fttt gff ftft tt4ttt ; 

(iii) g|[ TTfaFFaT fwr tffif mg % 44 a if 
FTg FXt ?Fft, 444 FFrgTT 4 9 TFT FT?? 

■W gf+mn? ST Fg gF fF PT?T FTTtFTT 

tft ft fayffrtfi 1 % FfraT ft gTfra % fim. 
grafgF h?j ?T am 4 4 fttiftt 4 44u 4 
mFT 4 4 ft gftFFTO gfjf Fa4 FTrfi|f; 

(iv) ft faaifxtfr mgFT gfafamt, 19 6 1 4 
imgFff % ?Rtrn: ?rq41r fft fF9R”fTf4jT- 
flFT 4 STFPfrr STfag.Rt 4 rrgSl g-l^F 
g4 J l 1 ; 

(v) f^ftr4 FfTrfzgrr TTf^q'tgfr- 
rnFfiFfi ?ftft F§F?'f ftf ^t 4 surra 

4t 3 3T ftc>4 1 

[srfUFFFT 4. 73/2002/g.T. 4. 197/43/2002- 

FTf.gT n ]] 

ml Tt. 05 , bran, Ffgg' 
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OTOgTTT “?T '4TOT mrTTTO, fiT TBTO, rff froh” TT 
TO 1998-99 ^ 2000-2001 TO % TO fro fan 

to! 4 fifa firmfi-ffiTO 5Rff% wafir t^ 4 §o tot 
^ 4 h4ttot 4 afegfauTOch |, TOfa :— 

(i) to firafffah totj tot to stotottoto 
ttoI tot to 3*4tot to% % firn ttot 
4tot mnarouar tottott to % fim 

TOTTf f5R% fi?P7 ITOT F9TTOT TO OT I, 


New Delhi, the 2nd April, 2002 
(INCOME TAX) 

• S.O. 1238.—In exercise of the powers 
conferred by the sub-clause (iv) of clause 
(23C) of section 10 of the Income-tax Act, 
1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Government 
hereby notifies the “Sree Siddaganga Math, 
Tumkur, Karnataka State” for the purpose of 
the said sub-clause for the assessment years 
1999-2000 to 2001-2002 subject to the follow¬ 
ing conditions, namely :— 

(i) the assessee will apply its income, or 
accumulate for application, wholly 
and exclusively to the objects for 
which it is established; 

(ii) the assessee will not invest or deposit 
its funds (other than voluntary con¬ 
tributions received and maintained 
in the form of jewellery, furniture 
etc.) for any period during the pre¬ 
vious years relevant to the assess¬ 
ment years mentioned above other 
wise than in any one or more of the 
forms or modes specified in sub¬ 
section (5) of Section 11; 

(iii) this notification will not apply in re¬ 
lation to any income being profits 
and gains of business, unless the 
business is incidental to the attain¬ 
ment of the objectives of the assessee. 
and separate books of accounts are 
maintained in respect of such 
business : 

(iv) the assessee will regularly file its re¬ 
turn of income before the Income- 
tax authority in accordance with 
the provisions of the Income-tax Act, 
1961; 

(v) that in the event of dissolution, it 

surplus and the assets will be given 
to a charitable organization with 
similar objectives. 

[Notification No. 73 ! 2002 F. No. 197 ! 43. 

2002-ITA-I] 

I. P. S. BINDRA, Under Secy. 

T# feTOtj 2 3 pf<T, 2 002 

(totto) 

TO.TO1219.—totot afafirro, i 96 i (1901 
to 43) # mrr io% to (23rr) % toto (iv) 

|TO TOfT srPlcRT TO TOfiT TOT |g, 4TOFt TOTOT 


(ii) to firaffaft tot to to firafwi wf44JTT 
sfif 4r frofr 4Y sprfa % tout 
am 11 41 TOara (5)4 UfaS'vz firth 
to mm nm 4 mm tot4t 

4 firoruffirf 4 to 4V firfa (^to-tot- 
frPTT, t#to mm firth tot tot toI? % 
■to 4 mm tott to faro tafiB^r sitoto 
4 f4m) to firrornh TO*?r tott ^r4 tott 
afr totou^ttt ; 

(iii) af srfatFTOT firth t|4V tot 4 44a 4 
tot mi Atnr, 4rf4 TOTfim: 4 atm tot 
tot afiflTOT Ft to to fir tot TOfarr? 
TOT TO firuffitch 4 4T STficT 4 
fro. atfifTOaif 4 t to fa 4 TOfarrTO 44a 
4 uto 4 fan aftTOTp aft to) wr ii, 

(iv) to firaTfah toto stfafitro, 1 961 % 
sttot4t % tottk «ttoY tot firroyfr firo 

o 

f4ct to 4 tottot mfaTOn 4 mrst 
TOar , 

(v) faaTO 4r far fir 4 a fa [to vrfro'T afa Tfa- 
mnfiraf tor am ama 4 tot 4t t 
4r TO?4t i 

[afanTOT 4. 74 / 2002 /TO. 4. 197 / 42 / 2002 - 

TOTTO fir.-I] 

art. to. qtr. firar, tot trfro 
New Delhi, the 2nd April, 2002 
(INCOME-TAX) 

S.O. 1239.—In exercise of the powers conferred by 
the Sub-clause (iv) of Clause (23C) of Section 10 
of the Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Cen¬ 
tral Government hereby notifies the “The Bharat 
Scouts and Guides, New Delhi” for the purpose of the 
said sub-clause for the assessment years 1998-99 to 
2000-2001 subject to the following conditions, 
namely :— 

(i) the assessee will apply its income, or accu¬ 
mulate for application, wholly and ex¬ 
clusively to the objects for which it is 
established ; 

(ii) the assessee will not invest or deposit its 
funds (other than voluntary contributions 
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received and maintained in the form of 
jewellery, furniture etc.) for any period dur¬ 
ing the previous years relevant to the assess¬ 
ment years mentioned above otherwise than 
in any one or more of the forms or modes 
specified in Sub-section (5) of Section 11 ; 

(iii) this notification will not apply in relation to 
any income being profits and gains of busi¬ 
ness, unless the business is incidental to the 
attainment of the objectives of the assessee 
and separate books of accounts are main¬ 
tained in respect of such business ; 

(iv) the assessee will regularly file its return of 
income before the Income-tax Authority in 
accordance with the provisions of the 
Income-tax Act, 1961 ; 

fv) that in the event of dissolution, it surplus and 
the assets will be given to a charitable 
organization with similar objectives. 

[Notification No. 74/2002/F. No. 197/42/2002- 

ITA-I] 

I. P. S. BINDRA, Under Secy, 
srf fevsft, 2 srm, 2002 

spr.srr. 1240 .—smm xrfsrfarfi, i9«i (i96t- 

43) tD arm 10 % tjs (23-ir) % 37ms 
(iv) gm mmm srfwfi mx srarfir wmt |tr %^rr *rmn- 
7m?m w wwtt, n rerta t re , 

1994-95 1996-9-7 cPfT % faffal 

ttT % fff 7 mf % %xmxm mm §7 ^ 

%, xmArn:-- 

(i) firsrffaft imff mv mx mmmm mm 

mx m ^mr % f%7 3747 

mm yiiftfiT mm % firp 

sfmiT f/m% f#7 *m?m A nf |; 

(ii) m farffaft mm mm famm mxf m 

firpT jmmxx =rrf mx fmt *fr 

arm 11 mxmn (5) n fmr 

7 T- mm 7^ t Axxm #7 mm mufr 7 
f’4vr 7 ~mmx fnfsr (Am-mmAvm, 
mbm mm fmr mm mm ?rrf# % m ir 
xxxmx mm xxmAtxn Afmxm smut# fvrsr) 
mx Prtsr nff ^tr mm mm ^jtt aff wmm 

(iii) 7? srfartiw faff 77'r m? % mm n 
tft mm ffiff, mf# mx^xmm m 777 

mm ?rfM4 ft m % mm 
mm m r farifaft % tjfwf mx 7rfa % f#p 
rrptfim ?rfr ?fr mm 7# mumr % #? if 
srmr r Awx pfar+w n#r mr mfr ft 1 ; 


(iv) mm fmrrfmf mnmm ^fafaFT, i 96 i % 
rrrrJFtf % stttk sr'pft mm fmmfr fa^fm 
m *xmmmm sxxfvmAx % pn&r mx%m mm; 

(v) famr #f farf# if xrfTfm rrfw sfk 
qfap*rfw »m m\Ax mm otM mmm 
#r % ft mp'nf 1 

[srfsrgw 7 . 75/2002 Jmx.m. 197 / 24 / 2002 - 

mi. €x. 7 -IJ 
mt Ax mm - fe^r, xxmm Am? 

New Delhi, the 2nd April, 2002 
(INCOME-TAX) 

S.O. 1240.—In exercise of the powers conferred by 
the Sub-clause (iv) of Clause (23C) of Section 10 of 
the Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central 
Government hereby notifies the “Kerala Handloom 
Workers’ Welfare Fund Board, Thalikavu, Cannanore” 
for the purpose of the said sub-clause for the assess¬ 
ment years 1994-95 to 1996-97 subject to the follow¬ 
ing conditions, namely :— 

(i) the assessee will apply its income, or accu¬ 
mulate for application, wholly and exclusively 
to the objects for which it is established ; 

(ii) the assessee will not invest or deposit its 
funds (other than voluntary contributions 
received and maintained in the form of 
jewellery, furniture etc.) for any period dur¬ 
ing the previous years relevant to the assess¬ 
ment years mentioned above otherwise than 
in any one or more of the forms or modes 
specified in Sub-section (5) of Section 11 3 

(iii) this notification will not apply in relation to 

any income being profits and gains of busi¬ 
ness, unless the. business is incidental to the 
attainment of the objectives of the assessee 
and separate books of accounts are main¬ 
tained in respect of such business; 

(iv) the assessee will regularly file its return of 
income before the Income-tax Authority in 
accordance with the provisions of the 
Income-tax Act, 1961 ; 

(v) that in the event of dissolution, it surplus and 

the assets will be given to a charitable 
organization with similar objectives. 

[Notification No. 75/2002/F. No 197/24/2002- 

ITA-I] 

I. P. S. BINDRA, Under Secy. 

fcmt, 2 srm, 2002 

(snwt:) 

4n.?TT. 1241.—SiTrun: 1961 ( 1961 

tt 43 ) sffi- srm 10 % ws ( 23 -n) % (iv) 
3m 5T4rt *ifWf 411 5PTt4' ^7 ^mpR 

TT^mfar# TtmbpT, 1999-2000 
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9 200 1-2002 94 % 4* f99T*9 941 4 f99 

%9Tf9%9 ml 4 min *99 =tt 44 994 9 4 9919- 
9T4 9f9pf94 4*9T I, 9979 :— 

(i) 4* f4mf*9l -WfT 919 'TO 21*9919 9W 
9991 919 4T 7*9919 4*9 % f?rr 
9494 g999f 941 949 79r 94 9#59T % 
f99 4%T f944 f99 7491 *91491 9?T 4# 

O t 

(ii) 4* foclfpnft 9494 4* fllim 491 9 944 
■J9991 99l 49 %9~T 9T 99% % 91*19 
9T*1 1 1 41 949m (5) it f9f4%9 %*fl 
94 9991 94 9 9ftJ4 49 9991 9*149 9 
f-49 9%4l 9 9991 %% (499-99lftr*19, 
4#4T 9941 %9t TF9 9*9 9lf9 % 94 9 
9T9 441 94*%9 99f934 9W4T9 9 f'49) 
4T f999 9p 4%1 9944 99 991 991 
4*91 9941 ; 

(iii) 94 9199/941 f49'l P9l 919 4 999 if 
919 941 9141, 91 % 41*141* 9 9F9 914 
491 9f'44T9 p 99 44 fn 991 41*171* 
991 4* f99Tf*9t 4 9P9T 41 9Tp9 4 
f49 9l9f44 991 p 441 99 4TTT41* 4 
999 9 994 9 991 4f*941P 9P *91 
9191 p ; 

(iv) 4* f44Tf*4I 9194* 9%f499, 1961 % 

9149141 % 9491* 4741 919 f44*41 f99' 
f44 49 9 9194* 9T%4T*1 % 999 4144 
9*41 ; 

(V) 79% f9444 4t f*9f4 9 9f4f*9i TT%91 
9T* 9f*9>9f99i 99T9 74*91 419 9479 

9459 41 9 91 91941 I 

[9F9f44T9. 76/2002/41.9. 1 97/'l 5/20 02-4119H* 

f9.-I] 

9lf . 41. P9 . HlPT, 99* 9f99 
New Delhi, the 2nd April. 2002 
(INCOME TAX) 

S.O. 1241.—In exercise of the powers conferred by the 
sub-clause (iv,) of clause (23C) of Section' 10 of the Income- 
tax Act. 1961 (4 3 of 1961), the Central Govt, hereby notilie - 
the “Medical Research Foundation, Chennai” for the purpose 
of the said Sub-clause for the assessment years 1999-2000 to 
2001-2002 subject to the following conditions, namely ■ 

(i) the assessee will apply its income, or u'-cumulate for 

application, wholly and exclusively to the objects for 
which it is established: 

(ii) the assessee will not invest or deposit its funds (other 

than voluntary contributions received and maintain¬ 
ed ic the form of jewellery, furniture etc.) for any 
period during the previous years -eievan* to the 
assessment years mentioned above otherwise than 


in any one or more of the l'oims or modes speciii'd 
in Sub-section (5) of Section 11; 

(iii) this notification will not apply in relati n to am 
income being profits and gains of business, unless 
the business is incidental to the attainment of th" 
objectives of the assessee and separate books of 
accounts arc maintained in respect of such business; 

(iv) the assessee will regularly file its retu-n of income 

before the Income-tax authority in accordance with 
the provisions of the Income-tax Act, 1961; 

(v) that in the event of dissolution, it surplus and the 

assets will be eiven to a charitable organization with 
similar objectives. 

(Notification No. 76 -2002jF. No. 197U5I2002-1TA-T] 
]. P. S. BTNDRA. Under Secy. 

9#%?9l, 2 999, 2002 
(9T944) 

41.97. 1 242.—91949 9^499, 1961 (l961 

4T 43) 4t 97*7 10 % ’49 (23-4) % 9499 (iv) 

9T*T 999 *rf*49T 4T 99" 14 444 f9 4*919 9441* 
P4491TT “99r9 994779 99 1*9*, 9P4l* 4*1, f%9l” 
4T 99 1998-99 9 2000-01 94 4 4* f99T*9 49f 
% %9 f9T4f9f J 49 997 4 9914 *94 |P 99 *77 
% 99199T9 9f4pf44 4*91 t, 94T9 :— 

(i) 4* f9'4tf*4T 9991 919 4T 7*9479 9991 

994t 919 4T 7*%919 4*1 % flp 9947 
9994 99991 94T 94*9991 94 "7? 597 4 
%9 4*41 f944 f9P 7999 *4144T 44 4f I, 

(ii) 44 f4mf*9t 4999; 44 f4m*4 44l 9 949 
>J444f 99f 49 %9T 41 94% % 4l*T9 9m 
11 41 999T*T (5) 9 f9f4f9'4: f49t 44 
ST99T 44 if srfysp 94 999T 4*141 9 f49 
4Tf4t 9 9941 fdftT (994-99TfP74, 44?9* 
999T f49t 9 ; 9 9*p 9rf4 % 99 1 9f4 
491 TT4*fiT4 9lf=954 944T4 9 f’*T9) 4T 
f499 441 4 I 9 T 999T 99 99T 441 4491 9441; 

(iii) 9^ 9fcT994T %9l P9l 919 % 999 1 
914 44T 4T4T, 91% 41*191* 9 994 919 

e> 

49T 9rf99T9 91 99 44 % P9T 41*19T* 
991 4* f49Tf*4l % 94*91 41 9lf c 4 % f9tr 
9T9f44 441 9T 49T 49 41*191* % 999 1 
494 9 99TT n f*4414 9?1 *91 9191 ffi; 

(iv) 4 * f49lf*41 9194* 9f9f499, 1961 % 

9199141 4 9991* 9991 919 f99*9T f99r99 
mp 4 91944 9lf941*l % 999 4149 4 * 9 r; 

(V) f99*9 41 f*9f4 9 9f9T*91 *T%9l 9t* 

qfrrpFqfpq-f 99T4 9t*9T 919 9914 9449 
4 l 19l 919(01 1 

[9fSTp991 9. 77 /2002/4T .9 . 197 / 58 / 2 OOI- 

9lf .41.9.-1] 

9 lf . 9l. 99. f99Tr, 994 9f99 
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New Delhi, the 2nd April, 2002 
(INCOME TAX) 

S.O. 1242.—In exercise of the powers conferred by the 
sub-clause (iv) of clause (23C) of Section 10 of the Income- 
tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Govt, hereby notifies 
the “Prayas Juvenile Aid Centre, Jahangirpui i, Delhi” for 
the purpose of the said sub-clause for the assessment years 
1998-1999 to 2000-2001 subject to the following conditions, 
namely :—- 

(i) the assessee will apply its income, or accumulate for 

application, wholly and exclusively *o the objects for 
which it is establised; 

(ii) the assessee will not invest or deposit Its funds (ether 

than voluntary contributions received and maintain¬ 
ed in the form of jewellery, furniture etc.) for any 
period during the previous years relevant to the 
assessment years mentioned above other wise than 
in anv one or more of the forms or modes specified 
in Sub-sectioit (5) of Section 11; 

(iii) this notification will not apply in relation to any 
income being profits and gains of, business, unless 
the business is incidental to the attainment of the 
objectives of the assessee and separate hooks of 
accounts are maintained in respect of such business. 

(iv) the assessee will regularly file its return of income 

before the Income-tax authority in accordance with 
the provisions of the Income-tax Act, 1961. 

(v) that in the event of dissolution, it slit plus and the 

assets will be given (o a charitable oigarbmtion with 
similar objectives. 

(Notification No. 7712002'F. No. 197158'2001 -IT A.T1 
1. P. S. BTNDRA, Undei Secy. 

?rf feroft, 2 r, 2002 

(?TTW) 

’FT.srr. 1243.—srfsrfim, i 96 t(i 9 Gi 
sfi 43) error 10 % ( 23 -^) % ^ its (5) 

sror srror trrfffm sniPr aror §tt ^nro 

rrrfjjror ttrt firerrTte, fsroft”m 1995-96 

4 1997-98 m % fU foalroT srqf % fag farofafacT 

stfif % mfro roro ftr % srzffrprr# 

%, mfr :— 

( 1 ) firaffafi rofarrr 

JTPT ERT gfaGTT EFTOT % fag 

T’triyr ttt uproar ror mpm % 

fag npfarr flip# f^Tcr ^ 

% 

( 2 ) fasrfPsflr tetth wro faafOT t 
firor gfam Thf # finfV jfr srgfa % frour 
error 11 tt terror ( 5 ) if fwfrfero fatrf 

prep suttt nro $ srfap fa m?T fafaf % 
far* fam g f^rflr (^-** 1 %^, 
9?ffaT surwT faift ?ror fag srrfa % ^<r t 
Tiur cT^rr fafaua: # fa*) 

eft fat* faff ^rr ?mr fat farr ;r|f 
fafarT fault, 

1072 GT/2002 —7 


( 3 ) it£ siffajfatT fetft gtff m % fafa Jr 
vrni faff frrr, fafa farortro 4 w fa* 
farr srfafa* jff far err fa gur farororo 
atfi TF faritffaT % fahfaf TT Tlffa % fag 
mriffafi rrgf fr urn far Eprofqu: % fan* w 
*** # fa¥T gfaffaTTr faff Wf *p=ff ft, 

( 4 ) fricIlfrofT FFFfaTO faunm, 1961 % 

srmroi % ^rro ^ronfr m fro^rro^fr ftwfJRf 

Jr sriferoror % 'Fro^r 

^TTONT, 

(5) f^r^ri fpqfn ir ^rlrrrrocfi Tif^roff wro 

'ifTrrroffurf “1^ ^nrsTr 

tt sr^r^rjiTifT i 

[?rfsr^?rr ^. 72 / 2662 /™.®. 197/129/96— 

Jrit. ffr. rrjf. farifT, mx irf^ 

New Delhi ; the 2nd April, 2002 
(INCOME TAX) 

S.O. 1243.—In exercise of the powers 
conferred by the sub-clause (v) of clause 
(23C) of section 10 of the Income-tax Act, 
1961 (43 of 1961). the Central Government 
hereby notifies the “Jiv Prakash Vidvapeeth. 
Delhi” for the purpose of the said sub-clause 
for the assessment years 1995-96 to 1997-98 
subject to the following conditions, namely :— 

(i) the assessee will apply its income, or 
accumulate for application, wholly 
and exclusively to the objects for 
which it is established: 

(ii) the assessee will not invest or deposit 
its funds (other than voluntary con¬ 
tributions received and maintained 
in the form of jewellery, furniture 
etc.) for any period during the pre¬ 
vious years relevant to the assess¬ 
ment years mentioned above other¬ 
wise than in any one or more of the 
forms or modes specified in sub¬ 
section (5) of Section 11: 

(iii) this notification will not apply in re¬ 
lation to any income beine profits 
and gains of business- unless the 
business is incidental to the attain¬ 
ment of the objectives of j.h^ <-.< 3 cpp 
and separate books of accounts are 
maintained in respect of such 
business. 
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(iv) the assessee will regularly file its re¬ 
turn of income before the Income- 
tax authority in accordance with the 
provisions of the Income-tax Act, 

1961. 

(v) that in the event of dissolution, it 
surplus and the assets will be given 
to a charitable organization with 
similar objectives. 

[Notification No. 72 2002 F. No. 197 i 1291 

96-TTA-I] 
I. P. S. JBINDRA, Under Secy, 
wfeqxr 

T# fevff, 6 TTTfr, 20 02 

(snwr) 

tt.?tt. 1244.—srferfippT, i 96 i (tsei 

TT 43) Tf STITT 10 % (2 3 -t) % 3W (iv) 

if TTFT SFlfftPtf TTTT>T TXFT gtr VXTTX PFPT- 

sTTTT '%FP?r flftsr TTTfXcft TTO f fefr, NTT 
WITT, T# ferTT” % NTNE if ThXfW FT Tffft feffT^P 
23 - 02-1999 #5rfspf?prr ri. 108 O 6 if farofrferrr 
TbfhFT |:— 

TOb Trr Tf 5 nb 6 r ff4n4T if, "braW 

1995-96 % 1998-99 Fpp” % P*TFT TX ^ srk 

TW "brorfTri qb 1995-96 n 1997-98” FT abr- 
XNTpTFr fTTT TIE I 

3. 3TbTF(TTT TT UNT bm TEJ PrifriiT- 

Ffbr xfrft i 

n. 28 / 2002 / 34 .*r\ 197 / 120 / 96 -TFT- 

tx br. -1] 

nrf .Ttmn. bp=3T, sftx 
CORRIGENDUM 
New Delhi, the 6th February, 2002 

(INCOME-TAX) 

S.O. 1244. — In exercise of powers conferred 
by sub-clause (iv) of clause (23C) of Section 10 of 
the Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central 
Government hereby makes the following amendments 
in the Notification No. 10806 dated 23-02-1999 in 
the case of * 1 Nations!'.Highways Authority of India, 
Ministry of Surface Transport. New Delhi” issued 
from even number : 

In lines 5 and 6 of fire First para, the words 
and numbers “assessment years 1995-96 to 1998- 
99” should be substituted with words and num¬ 
bers “assessment years 1995-96 to 1997-98”. 


I Part IT—Sf.c. 3(ii)] 

3. AH other contents of the said notification 
remain unchanged. 

[Notification No. 28/2001/F.No. 197/120/96-TTA.J] 
I. P. S. BIN DR A, Under Secy. 

*rf3W 

fit fcxTT, 6 'Urirb, 2002 

(?TWX) 

Tr.5iT.1245.—5TThT r trfqbpnT, 1961 (l961 
TT 43 ) Tf srprr 10 %#sr ( 23 -T) % NTTr (iv) 
5TXT TTrT TbfFFiT TT RTW ^PXeT fp &S FTX^TX pcU- 
STXT “bTFUT TrnX Ti?, T# % JTTFT if NN- 

FTTTT % TTTt fehTT 7-9-19 98 Tt mw 

1068 7 if fTFhbrferr ririUT TXFff — 

TpT TXT Tf 5 5TtX 6 affarPTT if, ‘'brsrfXT TT 
1996-97 h 1999-2000 cfsp” if 5ffX TWT % 

xtft tx si*? ?dx “b’afxq- 1997-98 b 

19 99-2000 oT” srfcfFTiflFT f%P XT IT ! 

2. TJ? trf'TpTOT TT tFT TNT fXTT tTffX- 
TFfrfw TSxff I 

[Trfg-^rrr rixyr 2 9/2 00 2 / 34 . b. 197 / 113 / 96 - 

(sRTFTTX Or.-I) 

xrif .tt . p?r. fV'ST, *rbur 
CORRIGENDUM 

New Delhi, the 6 th February, 2002 
(INCOME-TAX) 

S.O. 1245.—In exercise of powers conferred by sub¬ 
clause (iv) of clause (23C) of Section 10 of the 
Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central 
Government hereby makes the following amendments 
in the Notification No. 10687 dated 7-9-1998 in the 
case of “National Culture Fund, New Delhi” issued 
from even number : 

In lines 5 and 6 of the First para, the words and 
numbers “assessment years 1996-97 to 
1999-2000” should be substituted with 
words and numbers “assessment years 
1997-98 to 1999-2000”. 

2. All other contents of the said notification remain 
unchanged. 

[Notification No. 29/2002/F.'No. 197/113/96-ITA.I] 
I. P. S. BINDRA, Under Secy. 







Orniii —3 (ii)] 

TTfeRT 

Tf fetal, 21 fita, 2002 

TT.TTT. 1246:—mtafR tataftata 1961 tal STITT 
10 % (23®) ii 9RT tatafe! sfeta 4R% 

|x>' tatata topr ^cr?§:m tatarrTO ta. 50/2002 
ferfe 26 'r<tal, 2002 %^ srmrlftar % tw 
Jr ffetatafecT tatafeta Rtat 1 1 

2. tasrptaf % to 3 T, spuftferr tot taT 

tatarfeta tr% itt srroc tst «tft : 

"RET ’TTOcT ITR tr<T# TOffefPT fe., 65T 

tafevr ‘taunta’ ttr;? rr«nr xfe, 5 T|to^k- 38 oo 9 ” 

[taa/fro ta. 68/2002 /qir.sr. 203/43/98-^4^ 

Or. -II ^- 1 ] 

TPffeT ’T'^TT, fata?PP, 

CORRIGENDUM 
New Delhi, the 21st March, 2002. 

S.O. 1246 .—111 exercise of the powers conferred in 
clause 23(G) of Section 10 of the Income-tax Act, 
1961, the Central Government hereby makes the fol¬ 
lowing correction in the name of the enterprise approv¬ 
ed vide Notification No. 50/2002 dated 26th February, 
2002. 

2. In para 3 of the Notification, the enterprise ap¬ 
proved shall be corrected to read as— 

‘'M/s. Gujarat Power Gen Energy Corporation 
Ltd., 6th Floor, ‘Chanakya’ Off Ashram 
Road, Ahmedabad-380009.” 

[Notification No. 68/2002/F. No. 203/43/98-ITA. 

II Vol. I] 

SANGEETA GUPTA, Director 

%fefe TOR TUT #rr TOT TTETTT tt totss 

TRTJT, 19 STS, 2002 

s. 1/2002 

ST. ST. 124 7 :-«ft SR. ST. rTPPffe, rfePTO TO? 
‘ta %fefe TOR taT ’ftaT TOT STSTOSS, TTRR, 
ftarTO taT STS STO 4R% R fetar 2 8-2-2002 tat 
tote? ta TOrtata tarr % tasrs fs i 

[st. A II( 7)4/97/RTT.-I] 

TOfta TOR, SR Sisw (TTtasr Rf TOTOT) 

1072 GI/2002—8 
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OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER OF 
CENTRAL EXCISE AND CUSTOMS 
No. 112002 

Nagpur, the 19th March, 2002 

S.O. 1247.—Shri R. G. Gaigore, Superin¬ 
tendent, Group ‘B’ Central Excise and Customs, 
Nagpur Commissionerate, having attained the 
age of superannuation, retired from Govern¬ 
ment Service in the afternoon of 28-2-2002. 

[C. No. II (7) 4 j97-Et-I] 
RAJIVA KUMAR, Add. Commissioner 

(P&V) 

VR TOTR R TTTOta RUT 

TOfL 1 TOR, 2002 

4 . ltatar TOT (rr?T taf) 2002 

(star ^e) 

4 TT.ST. 1248:- —STST TOT sfsfsSS, 1962 tat 

URT 162 % TO? (tf) % S^S SRS TR4R, fetT 

sstss, rurta tasTS, sf fetal tar stapsr srsr 
33/94 star tot (tpr ta) fesfe sss ssfe, 1994 
% ssrtar tor sftatai to stata tor §tr s, stars 

SfTSS, STSTS, TOTta TOTO TOT, TOR-TOE SS^RT 

sstasss f.st.s. srrfes toe ta sfts s tot- 
tor toe % taro feta ta starffep ta s tar wsi 
tass (er fitass tass) tarfeta star ft1 

[st.s. SSS (16) tal.ta./l/2002] 
stafe EoJTO, STS4S 

OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER, CENTRAL 
EXCISE 

Jaipur, the 1st April, 2002 
No. 1-CUS(NT)2002 
(CUSTOMS) 

S.O. 1248.—In exercise of the powers conferred by 
Notification No. 33/94-Customs (NT), dated the 1st 
July, 1994, by the Government of India, Ministry of 
Finance, Department of Revenue, New Delhi, issued 
under clause (a) of Section 152 of Customs Act, 1962. 
I, Praveen Mahajan, Commissioner of Central Excise, 
Jaipur-I, hereby declare, Industrial Area, Sikar, in the 
State of Rajasthan to be warehousing station under 
Section 9 the Customs Act, 1962 for the purpose of 
setting up 100 per cent E.O.U. 

[C. No. V(16) Cus/1/2002] 
PRAVEEN MAHAJAN, Commissioner 


TO 44 UEVtf : tarr 13, 2002 /ta 23,1924 
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( ?nf4T ttt Ptart) 

( #'f%T STAR ) 

T#f3A?ft, 20 4T4, 2 002 

TT. 5iT. 124 9:—TT<sf)4.PT (444 ?fk TFFT TT44) FEET, 3 970 T ATT 3 T TTT4 (l) % 

fTET q-fef %T1TT TRAt ( TTTTf TT ?FTT Tt^ SERA) AplPEET, 1970 Tt 41TT 9 Tt 3T4TTT 3 % ’sfsT 
f®r) STD 4TrT 5lfTT4T TT 5PTFT TTT fP, TAfpET 4TTTC, FTGTI 4t4 TT 4f tfrTJft T TTA4 ( 2 ) if faPTA 

ArPRoff Tt tata fata n aft tr% at^t at % Pttt att attat % ttaa (s) 4 PrPre % 

*4FT qr fTER ( 1 ) if ftfnr TFT % fTTTT ATpEr TETt |: 

ATTAT 


TTTrTTR 4 T 


#T 3TTT 4/TTPA 


T4TTTF 


iEfA 4T ATT ?fw 


TTT4T 


3^44 TT 


At '3ft ttwt 

■o 

PeNtt, 

ART FAR, 
pET 4TPT4, 

qf ftr-ft 1 

•rr. ratr, 
fttat tettstk, 
ini-T fata, 

Pet atert, 
qf Peat 1 

At fart fa . rat 
at at aPta, 
f f%4 WIT, 

Pet F4w 
rfi Peat 1 

at atatt tjitt, Prat 

#%4 FATA , 

PET AATAA. 

A? p!?AT I 

^ft ’T^r. aiat 
pTT'TT, 
f TTA FATA, 

Pet farta, 
aa Peat I 

At TOT A/aT 
pTp'tT, 

•ff%A 4434 , 

Pet aarta,, 

Rf Peat i 

4 AT AAT ARr 
44TT ApTA, 

<44 PLATA, 
pETAATAA, 

A# pE?ft I 


3 

sftft. APrfr 


At TFT A RT 


AT FTARR TAE 


atat. E4. AtAT 


«PT FTfA ARE 


At AT. T. TATAT 


At TRARA 


^pAA 4r-TT4tJf AT 




[nut IT—wA 3 (ii)] 

nTR ft trw : ir RffaFF 2,1924 

354 ! 

1 

2 

3 

cfs3TT=r hVRsT FT 

ift F~T. ffF. FTFT 

fftf 

TTFRT fFFTF, 
fFvT FFWF, 

Ft fr-Tl 1 

FT FT. FF. fFTpSRMF 

fhfT%sr ft 

TV. F . fFFlF, 

FFFF Ff=FF PF ntf- it 

?fp favurr, 

fFF FFFTF, 

1 

>iffFF. FF. 7 FTF 

FTTFT 

>sft tlfar TFT 7 : 

FT 7 :. »JFF 


fTtf fftf, fafr ffwf, 
fff fnvsiY, 


ffuff ft sffa fIfft 

’•ffFt. TF. fFTRRFTF, 
fFFWT, 

Ff%F FFTF, fffrT FFTFF, 

NfTrFFfn 

Vi 


Ft fenr 1 



far. f. 9 / 3 / 2002 -^t. 5ft.-I (i)] 
RTF FR", 5T^r Ff^F 


(Department of Economic Affairs) 

(Banking Division) 

New Delhi, the 20rh March. 2002 

S. O. 1249.—In exercise the powers ccr.fi nvd by elm: 0 (b) of sub-section (3) of Section 9 
of the Banking Companies (Acquisition and Transfer of Lndertakings) Act. 1970 read with sub-cjaitse (1) 
of clause 3 of the Nationalized Banks (Management and Miscellaneous Provisions) Scheme, 1970. the 
Central Government, hereby nominates the persons specified in column (2) of the table below as directors 
of tbi- banks specified in column (1) thereof in place of the persons specified in column (3) of the said 
table, with immediate, effect, and until further orders 

TABLE 


_(fa_ _(2)___ __ (fa 

Allahabad Bank Sltri G. Bhujabal, Shri D, Choudln ay 

Director, 

Insurance Division, 

Ministry of Finance, 

New Delhi. 

Bank of Maharashtra Dr. Tarim Das. Shri Yogosh Chandra 

Economic Advisor. 

Economic Division, 

Ministry of Finance, 

Now Delhi, 

Canara Bank Shri Ajil M. Saran, Shri Alok Kumar 

Joint Secretary, 

Banking Division 
Ministry of Finance, 

New Delhi. 


Central Bank of India Shri Alok Kumar. Shri B. S. Mcena 

Director. Banking Division. 

Ministry of Finance, 

New Delhi. 
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(1) 

Delia Bank 

(2) 

(3) 

Shri S. Nayak, 

Director, 

Banking Division, 

Ministry of Finance, 

New Delhi. 

Slut Pradeep Kumar 

Ind'an Bank 

Shri Ram Muivah, 

Direct or. 

Banking Division, 

MinisUv of Finance, 

New Delhi. 

Shri D. K. Tyagi 

Indian Overseas Bank 

Ms. Usha Mathur, 

Joint Secretary, 

Department of Expenditure, 

Ministry of Finance, 

New Delhi. 

Shri Ram Mohan 

Punjab National Bank 

Shri B. S. Meena, 

Joint Secretary, 

Department of Revenue, 

Ministry of Finance. 

New Delhi. 

Shri P. M. Sirajuddin 

Syndicate Bank 

UCO Bank 

Shri P. I. Vinoent, 

Joint Secretary and FA, 

Depart meat of Expenditure, 

Ministry of Finance, 

New Delhi. 

Shri Sudesh Kumar, 

Director. 

Banking Division. 

Ministry of Finance. 

New Delhi. 

Shri N. N. Rayalu 

Shri G. R. Summan 

United Bank of India 

Shri P. M. Sirajuddin, 

Director, 

Banking D'vision, 

Ministry of Finance. 

New Delhi. 

Shri Ram Muivah 

[F. No. 9/3/2002-B.O.I. (i)] 


R4MESH CHAND. Under Secy. 


4*f fevft, 20 41=4, 2002 

^T. W. 125 0.—TTqfPTf-4 4% ( 444 Rtf 444% ) FPX 1980 % <4*4 3 % TP44 ( 1 ) 4 

5TT«r qfsrr 44 EfTP% F*n44T (wpm 4T TT44 U4 %4T*r ) STfstfaiPT, 1980 4T 4RT 9 *5t '344144 3 % <44 
(/j) 4 R 4 5T4rT 9 lf 444 T 44 5r3fT»T 4R4 fR 44414 4<4K, t[444KT 44% 44 44 >17444 % 4TP44 ( 2 ) % 
sirftWT 4% 44144 4*414 % 44T 4n% 4I%W 4F % f%4[ 444 HTRtrft % 4444 (3) % 341444* % R-TT4 

q-< ^444 ( 1) % fq1% c 4 T T^T4t'4 444 4T fu%4T4r 4Tf%4 4R4* t:— 

4TT4T 

2 3 

«fl%4. 114. 44 

4444 4f%4, 

41*44" 444 f44T4, 

4"t *454* I 


1 

strstt 441 


%4 4-r*. 44 . 4TrrjfM4 
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5TK5T 13, 2002/#? 23,1924 
1 2 3 




T'srrsr 77 fay 4^ 


4r srsta qnrn:, 

ftrkvFfr, 

t'f%7 TffTT, fWrT UTrTT, 
fit 

J sft sft 3TK ^77 
37 *rf?PT, 

f f#rt 7417, f^rt Jttm, 


ST. cT5<Jr?W 


-4t tt . i . fk?wz 


F<mrfa 4 tsR.i'ffl , «fn??r. %. zt$t 

fh%9T7v 

TfaT 7*177, fTtT 77P77, 

fff fewfl I 

[ 77 . ff. 9 / 3/2002 —7t. 3 ft. I (ii)] 
viPT ¥k, ST 4 T ffffa 

New Delhi, the 20th March, 2002 

S. O. 1250.—Tn exercise of the powers conferred by clause (b) of Sub-section (3) of Section 9 
of the Banking Companies (Acquisition and Transfer of Undertakings) Act, 1980 read with Sub-clause (1) 
of clause (3) 6f the Nationalized Bank’. (Management and Miscellaneous Provisions) Scheme, 1980 
the Central Government, hereby nominates the persons specified in column (2) of the table below as 
directors of the banks specified in column (1) thereof in place of the persons specified in column (3) 
of the said table, with immediate effect and until -further oideis :— 


TABLE 


0) 


( 2 ) 


(23) 


Andhra Bank 

Shri G. S. Dutt, 

Joint Secretary, 

Department of Economic Affairs, 
New Delhi. 

Shri M. M. Nampoothiry 

Corpoi ation Bank 

Slfri Pradeep Kurttar, 

Dircctoi, 

Banking Division, 

Ministry of Finance, 

New Delhi, 

Dr. Tarim Das 

Punjab and Sind Bank 

Shri G. R. Sumrhan, 

Deputy Secret^, 

Banking Division, 

Ministry of Finance, 

New Delhi. 

Shfi P. J, Vincent 

Vijaya Bank 

Shri R. Rcnganath, 

Director, 

Insurance Division, 

Ministry of Finance, 

New Delhi. 

Shri S. K. Thakui 


1072 GI/2002 —9 


[F. No. 9/3/2002-B.O.I. (ii)] 
RAMESH CHAND, Under Secy. 
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TffrrrfT, 20 ttt, 2002 

tt. so. 1251 .—ntttVt *zz tt (NTT*frfT) NfrfTTT 1959 to nitt 25 tt ttottt (1) % 
’tt (f) tttt ttn oforof tt otto tot tt, % ; s(Tt ttttt, ntttttt tin ft of ttttt t ttnt (2) n foRre 
sofOTTi Tt cFTTN NNTT O TTT OTTO NTTT TT % TTT NTTTt % TTNN (3) if fotTCT sirfTTTT T 
f«TTT TO TTNN ( 1 ) if TTNrfTfT f TT % fTTTT TTfTT TTcft |:— 

NTTWt 


1 


3 


*ZZ TT NTT TtrEtT tf ^ NT^T 

NT PTT . TT. tpj . ftp^TT 

NTT Tf%T, 

T fTT NNTT, fTT NTFTT 

T# fUNT 1 

NT fT. TT. TTT T 

*ZZ TT TIT ?TTT 

N'T ITT . %. TTTT 

NTT TfTT: 

TfTT TNTT, fTTT NTFTT, 

Tl fUNT 1 

NT TT. *nNT 

ntt tt 5 tTt Tirnr 

4\ T r T <TT?T 

NTT TINT, 

T'fTT NNFT, fTT NTTTT, 

Tf fTeTt 1 

NT ITT. Tt. TTT 

^ fs 

?ZZ TT 5 fTT TTTTTU 

NtTT. T>jft 

5 ttt Tfrr, 

tf'TT NNTT, fTT TTTTT, 

T§ fTTTt 1 

NT PN. NTTfr 


[TT. T. 9/3/2002-TTTT TTf (iii)] 
0 T|T NT, NT t ofor 


New Delhi, the 20th March, 2002 

S.O. 1251.—In exercise of the powers conferred by clause (e) of sub-section (1) of section 25 of the State 
Bank of India (Subsidiary Banks) Act, 1959, the Central Government, hereby nominates the persons specified in 
column (2) of the table below as directors of the banks specified in column (1) thereof in place of the persons specified 
in column (3) of the said table, with immediate effect and until further orders ; 

TABLE 


( 1 ) 

State Bank of Bikaner & Jaipur 


State Bank of Indore 


( 2 ) 


Shri S.D.S. Minlvas, 
Under Secretary, 
Ranking Division, 
Ministry of Finance, 
New Delhi. 

Shri S.K. Th^kur, 
Under Sedretary, 
Banking Division, 
Ministry of Finance, 
New Delhi. 


(3) 

Shri V.P. Grover 


Shri A. Thcmas 







3545 


[*mt 3 (ii)] 

" (1) 

State Bunk of Sdurashtra 


State Bank of Travancore 


ttri w ttro :tht 1 3 , 2002/% 23, 1924 

(2) ‘ 7 " ~ _ (3) 

Shri Krishan Lai, Shri L.C. Toora 

Under Secretary, 

Banking Division, 

Ministry of Finance, 

New Delhi. 

Shri D. Chcudhury, Shri M. Subramani 

Under Secretary, 

Banking Division, 

Ministry of Finance, 

New Delhi. 


(-frt famm) 

Fr^ft, 1 soft, 2002 

HPT. ?rr. 1252 : -WFT TEPK, TUT4FTT, •TFT % 

mmw spffaFft % Frq w<t ( Fpet 197 6 % far* 
10 % RT-pFW ( 4 )' % SPT*TT f W W 3TRF 
rrt Fnrr*r % tttetFr Fpurt ir ?rFr tut 

spTqfvpff TT, Fro% 80 ilFuid TTTTRt- 
cT^ T fiFTT ^PT TT7 ttTKT'F STUT TFT FpTT SffT^fTT 
4RTt |: 

1 . ?f%TT ttiret Tferr^sR Tfmt'RfTT Ft., 

sfTTErNnr, thtts, rtr t^t 

2. ?f%TT TTETT ., 

:f rfT n (Tfq 4 <5 TER T? 4 T • 


[F. No. 9/3/2002-B.O. I(iii)] 
RAMESH CHAND, Under Secy. 


cent staff whereof have acquired the working know¬ 
ledge of Hindi :— 

]. Indian Farmers Fertilizers Cooperative Limit¬ 
ed, Regional Office, Lucknow, Uttar Pradesh. 

2. Indian Farmers Fertilizers Cooperative Limit, 

ed, Regional Office, Meerut, Uttar Pradesh. 

3. Indian Farmers Fertilizers Cooperative Limit¬ 

ed, Regional Office, Gorakhpur, Uttar 
Pradesh. 

4. Indian Farmers Fertilizers Cooperative Limit¬ 

ed. Regional Office, Bareli, Uttar Pradesh. 

5. Indian Farmers Fertilizers Cooperative Limit¬ 

ed. Regional Office, Muzafferpur. Bihar. 

6. Indian Farmers Fertilizers Cooperative Limit¬ 

ed, Mandal Office, Bangalore, Karnataka. 

[No. E-11011/1/2001-Hindi] 
BALVINDER KUMAR, Jt. Secy. 


3 . tfepr ttett Tifcnw* wftenT^fcr Ft., 
TTTlT TTTFTT, FRTR, WT T^TT 

4. ifer-T ttett 'FforTwr Ft., 

. Slcflq 4 3t| T M$9T 

5. 7fRTT TITEFf TJfeTRTT Ft . , 

. tTTfPr rttfet, FrfR 

6. tF?ITT TTETT TifSTTayR TWT'Rfer Ft ., 
TPRTT TFIFFTT, 5PT*ftT, spTfep 

[tt. f-non/i/ 2001 -f^] 
tttr, tttt tFtt 

MINISTRY OF CHEMICALS AND FART1L1ZERS 
(Department of Fertilizers) 

New Delhi, the 1 st April, 2002 

S.O. 1252.—In pursuance of Sub-rule (4) of the 
Rule 10 of the Official Language “Use for official pur¬ 
poses of the Union” Rule 1976 the Central Government 
hereby notifies the following offices, under the Admi¬ 
nistrative Control of Ministry of Chemicals and Ferti¬ 
lizers, Department of Fertilizers, more than 80 per 


fffif ifTOT 

(Tfr tvEPTH TFTT fsTSTT FwFT) 

Tf FfRft, 27 TUT, 2002 

TT.TfT. 1253:—%rjflT TRFR, ffT T5TFTT, ffT 
TTTTFT TTT FrSTT FETE, TTTTFTT (TT % 5TTTT- 
TtT TTUftT % FftT TTPr) FmPFTV 197 6 % FEET 

10 % 3TFrTT ( 4 ) % ^PTTETT ^ TRTTsfET 
jrt ttFettV tRFtrm tret, tWFt % FtFrpt, 
TFTcFRT f^TT TTTTFT fTT% 80 tFrIT TT 
TfjT TtWfRff T TT TTTTTtRi TTT TFT TE 
frnrr I, TT tFR[Ftt TETt | I 

[TRrr I. 3 / 2 / 2 0 0 2 ET. TT. ] 
TTTT f%f, TT7 TfTT 

MINISTRY OF AGRICULTURE 

(Department of Agricultural Research and Education) 

New Delhi, the 27th March, 2002 

S.O. 1253.—Tn pursuance of Sub-rule 4 of Rule 10 
of the Official Language (use of official purpose of 
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the union) Rules, 1976, the Central Government. 
Ministry of Agriculture, Department of Agricultural 
Research and Education hereby notifies the Vizhinjum. 
Thirunvananthapuram Research Centre of CMFRT 
(ICAR), Cochin where more than 80 per cent of staff 
have acquired the working knowledge of Hindi. 

[No. 13-2/2002-O.L.l 
SATWANT SINGH, Under Secy. 

tb bbtbb 
(bb# «fti) 

Bffcvft, 2ft BT#, 2002 
ET.?TT. 12 54.—TT3pTm%nr 19 76 (BB%3rrBgtg 

spfmf % faq ib>t) % fam io% bi%tb ( 2 ) 
( 4 ) $ if 7B BITWI (7B# It#) 

BtEfig tb gBtfggf7B B7m, gifig fte gt, 

80 SffgajBtXftPUfW/41^3ftdi k %€TET gt#- 

BTsrg srRtrrFct gr frrqr t,g> ifsrBfqg g T ?TT 

[#. fflrlt—20 0 1 /TT.BT.— l/l 2 / 2 ] 
BT7. %. f%f, gfgg, ib# it# 
MINISTRY OF RAILWAY 
(Railway Board) 

New D^lhi, the 29th March, 20(J2 

S.O. 1254.—-In pursuance of Sub Rules (2j and (4) of Rule 
10 of the Official Language fuse for the official purposes of 
Unron.) Rules 1976 the Ministry of Railways f Railway Board) 
hereby notify the office of Indian Railways Institute of 
Electrical Engineering. Nasik Road, where SO per cent of 
the officers/etgployees have acquired the working knowledge 
of Hindi. 

[No. Hindi-2001 /OL-J/12. 2] 

R. K. SINGH, Secy., 
Railway Board 

BBT7 rraf gggr iWlfBgt BbtBI 
(gtgfgBTB) 

BTgg «ttBT fggBTBB 
if feteft, 1 BIB, 2002 

gr.gr. 1255 .—Bf rfq#Bg gig, grit Mr 

fwiiBBt % fim 10 # g?rg iib b%bt tt ib>t 

gTB |U UK 31-03-2OOQ T\ feqfB % BBBT7 ^T^- 

37 grir Mar 45 ) ifBjifBiT bbt iiBrarr % gtBffgg 
Bcratgg % Brar 7 i T gig. Btgg gfBI iffBfBBT % 
Bel 5T«?BT ifTligif % qq7B gi# gg# 17 31-03-20 00 

e. <z r - - ■ <■, 

gf Bin gq g# % fBq fgrgfBfeg 17T IT BTB17B 
IcBTBrff Cm Tf qtlBT I:— 

gtBr iTfBBt gr igrr bibb g"t t? 

1 

(T) BJBjqBIflT 
(l) qtH ITfBBt 


1 2 

( 2 ), B# # BltTEr HBT gtfBB 7lfB % if# #BTT % 

fBq 95/-7. BBT 1 000/-E. 
TT €t B^BT TT BtflB TlfB 
#if# io,ooo/-tib it 25/- 
W gt BT # TfBBB qm I 

(b) gqmgF 5 TRT 

(1) but ITfBBt grfig Trfnr g ifg $bit % 

g fBq 77/-E. 

(ii) IB % gT 74 B 3 TBI 

(g) Hrfmfrgrigfg 2-0 BtfBB trfsr % ifg fBTT g 

ft# 17 fBq 77/-E. 

(b). iffmf srgftj 20 #*3 Ttfq % nfft |gri7 % 

gg B 5rfe«F5ft7 20 faq 76/-B. Iftftt)/- 

gtf % grrgr gr qgr BHTf ?R? BTflB 

TlfTT % 3% 10,000/- 71# 
17 2 5/- 71# It) 17 # TfilTf 
im I 

(1) ifnftfET ginEft i#t if%fiiT % fnq gifii 

7if?r % qf3. ?bt t t fqq 

7 s/-7. 

(g) if 7 g##ti ftriiilr fitfF #fqiT 1 if# #r ##- 

#)m fuff n#): qgfgqf 

% fqq #rfirF btb 

nm 7 |jir 1 

2. 01 - 04-2000 1 31 - 12-2002 Tt qgftl 
% 1T7T1 qqgr if7iggqr % urn ^vr gin 
n'#r grit # fgq BiTtgi i7f 17 qgf7rr im #V #1 
g'nir (01-04-2000 lit but bti ttpct git if 
ingmr % # 1 # 1 gtir % in irf?r#t g# gf^g) 1 

3. gm gr qnr 7 Tfg, fggi 50 in qggr 71% 
iftjg gr gg qgfigr t, gt bit g'sggg Tiq b 

ygtlgg gg fggr giqgr q>7 5 0 1# # gn # in gt 

gr gt giqgf 1 

4. 7# fiT bbi^ (gig) gt graft b. 545/qgq/ 
2002. fcntg 26-02-2002 # Bfiq 1T c n BfBfl B 
gift fggi grgr | 1 

[b. 4-2/2001-qBBrf] 

gt. ifg, gi igrigfgg 


grfig Ttfg % ifg fir7 % 
fgq 95 :/-7. 
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MINISTRY OF COMMUNICATIONS AND 
INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY 

(Department of Posts) 

DIRECTORATE of postal life insurance 
N$ w- Delhi- the 1st April. 2002 


3 547 


2. Interim Bonus at the rates mentioned above 
will also be payable for all claims arising due to 
death or maturity during the period from 01-04-2000 
to 31-12-2002 (including first policy year of 
assurance in respeet c* pol'C’es issued on or 
after 01-04-2000). 


wsto 13, 2002/% 23,1924 


S. O. 1255.—In exercise of powers cotir 

ferred on him vide Rule 10 of Post Office Insu¬ 
rance fund Rules and on the basis of actuarial 
valuation of the assets and liabilities of Post 
Office Insurance Fund/ as on 31-03-2000, the 
Director General Posts is pleased to declare a 
simple reversionery bonus for the year ending 

31-03-2000 on the Postal Life Insurance Policies 
on. their becoming claims, dye to death or matu¬ 
rity at the following rates :— 

Type of Policy Rate, of Bonus 

(A) Whole Life Assurance 

(i) Continuing Policy Rupees- 95/- per thous¬ 

and of sum assured. 

(ii) Claim during the year Rupees 95/- per thous¬ 

and of sum assured. 

Plus terminal bonus of 
Rupees 25/- Per policy 
of sum assured of 

Rupees 10,00.0/- subject 
to Rupees 1,000/- per 
policy 


(B) Endownment Assurance 

(i) Continuing Policy Rupees 77/- per thous¬ 

and of sum assured. 


(ii) Claim during the year 
fa) Policy term less-than 
20 years. 

(b) Policy term more than 
20 years & equal to 
2Q years 


(E) Anticipated 
Endowment 

(D) Convertible Term 
Assurance 


Rupees 77/- per thous¬ 
and of sum assured. 

Rupees 76/--per thous¬ 
and of sum assured 
plus terminal bonus 
of Rupees 25/- per 
policy, of sum assured 
Rupees 10,000/- sub¬ 
ject to Rupees 1,000/- 
per policy. 

Rupees 75/- per thous¬ 
and of sum assured 
for all policies. 

To attract bonus 
declared for the res¬ 
pective periods for the 
respective class of 
insurance in the fore¬ 
going. 


3'. The amount of Bonus involving' a fraction 
of 50 paisc or more shall be rounded off to the 
next higher rupees and fraction below 50. parse 
shall be) ignored. 

4. This issues with the concurrence of Finance 
Advice (Postal) vide Diary No. 545/FA/2002 
dated 26-02-2002. 

[No. 4-2/2001-LI] 
V. PATI. Dy. General Manager 


qfeft srk dTfffir m-iFrzr 
(arsfffir fsrsTTT) 
qf fewft, 27 bft, 2002 

ffiT.WT. 1256.— tRSEPT, TNWTUT (fjq % 

mtFfutr wmi % ffipr sprk) fmra, 1976 % fern 
10 t rar fqq-tr -4 % h qfer qtfiffr 

rstitet, fironT % train faralrafeT 

so TT/mq ?r tfrar h f^fT tt 

qraffi 5tmr Trra faqr t.fjgfqq Traf I:— 
ffiTTRq Btq TfTRfEpf, 
vrrra.q Tu-ira tmw, 

trum (^x s%w) 

[q. 1-2/2000-f^qt] 

qif .Etr. TTqq, (-nvptrm) 

MINISTRY OF TOURISM AND-CULTURE 
(Department of Culture) 

New Delhi, the 27th March, 2002 

S O. 1256.—In pursuance of, Sub-Fule (4) of Ride 10 of the 
Official Language (Use for Official purpose of the Union) 
Rules, 1976. the Central Government hereby notifies the 
following office under the Ministry of. Tourbm, ant! Culture, 
Department of Culture, more than 80 per cent staff of which 
have acquiied a working knowledge of Hindi. 

Office of th® Horticrlturist, 

Archaeological Survey of India, 

Taj Mahal. Agia (U.P.) 

(No. F|l-2;2000-ITindi] 
Y. S. RAWAT, Dy. Director (OL) 
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fwxT 

o 

FffFRft, 27 FTF, 2002 

tt.ft. 125 7.—FTFFfFT tftf (FFrfsrfF FfFFtfFFf Ft trwr), srfsrfTpnT, 1971 (1971 ft 40 ) ft 

FTTT-3 % FTF FFF FfFJFf FT FFtF FTFftr %fjtF FTFTT ORF F IF Ft% Ft FFT FrfFFr % FTFF ( 1) if FfTFfFF 
PF mfFfgF FTfFFTF FFFT FTF FnT FTTFIYfF % FfSTFtTt FT fF '+TTTF FTFTT % TFFTfFF STfsTFTTt % 

FFFFT Ft FfFT Frf%rfR3TJ=ff % FFtFFf % fF<7 FFFT FfrTFrfr ffT-RrTJ FTFtt FtT W, "3f~FfFF dlf^FT % FTFR-2 
#*f«rfer TrfFfe Jr ftfes FiFFfrF rtr! f ftt if ftf-ftf FFfaF ftffft ft TFRtF FtqTsff % sftFT fT«r 

FfilfFFF F FFRT 5RFTT FFF FRTF FFFT FfFFTTt F> 5TFF Ffeff FT FFFTF FT FFFT FTT FRFT srfsmft F> 
FfT FF aft FT IMF F^TTT :— 

FTfFFT 

F.F. FfFFlfTFT F FTF F FF FTFFfFF FFFT FT qfcrpfr FFT ^nfSTFTT Ft FtFT 

FFFF FFF FTFT FTTFrtFF fF. FFftJF RTF TFrfFcF FT 
FF% STTT F§ FT FT Ft TTTT FT. FT. fRSF TFT fFFT Ftsft, 
F.F. fRR RTF' fRSFTFF FFT FFF FTFT TSFF % FFRrfFF 
fFFFF F FFf qfTFT I 

FFFF FFF FRF FTTFRFF fF. FFftRT FTT F[T F. tr- 8 , 
F-8F TtTt F-9 fRTF RTF STTT qF Ft FtRTT Jf RftfFFfTF 
FRTfF % WirrfFF fFFFF FTF FFT FfrFT I 
FFFF FFF FRT FrTFTTFF fF. F^t FTFT FFFFT I'TTTTFT 
Tffe F. 5-14, FFFT 1 6F, FTFFT, fFFT FtFFFF FFT, FFT 
F FF F FFfFF FFf FfTFT I 

FFFF «PTF FRT FTTfYTFF fF. FFfjcT C FTT F. IT-4 4, 
tT-71 FIT Ft~55 FRTT-3 3, FTOFT fFFT FTFFF5 FFT, TFT FRT 
F YFFF FFF FFR FTTF'tYtF FTFFftPT I 

fFFF FFT, FTFFT TR FRTTF FKft/ffJ? fFFT FTfFFIFK FFT 
TlYF fTFF FFFF FFF FTFT FTTFt^FF fF. Ft FFFF FfFTF 
FTFT FTFFT % RTfacF FTF FT FTtY FT Fi FFT FFt FfF, 
FFTFT, FfTFFFfFFT FtT TPF FTFTF I 

FFFF FFF FTFT FTTFtTFF fF. flTT FFFF FFF FRT FTTFTTFF 
¥RF, TF'TF FTPRFF-7, ^ TTf 

FFt fFTFt fTFF FFF FIFTTT FTT % FFTFfFF fFFFF TT F| 
FT Ft Ff FT FF) FFftJF FfTFT I 

Y?TFF FFF FIFT FTTFtTFTF fF. F FFfiTcf FTT fFF FFFF 
FFF FTFT FTTFRFF fF., FTTFRTF FfTFtFFT % FFTFfFF 
fFFFF % FFt FfTFT I 

FFFF FF F FTFT FTTFTTFF fF. F' FFf'FF RTF RTTfR FT 
RT% JTTT F| FT fFF FF FtT IFF ^FfIf FTIft FRT FTFFT, 
FTFTFT, fFFT fFFTFJT, f?FTFF RtF % TFTfFcF FTF FFt 
FfTFT I 


1. FT FF'Yf FFTF, 

FT FfTFF ?JF, fF^SFTFF FFT FFF FTFT 
FtFFT, FFFF FFF FTFT FTTFTTFF fF. 

2. FtF.Ft. FFiT, 

CS 

Ffr^SFFSTF (fF%), 

TFFtF TfFFTFT FF F^FTFF, FTFST, 
YFFF FFF FTFT FTTFtTFF fF.. 


3. Ft TT . %. 5JFt, 
fFfar FfaFTft 

FFFF FfFFF FTFT TFFF, FTFft 
FFFF FFF FTFT FTTFlYFF fF. 

4. FtFF.F. F^FFT, 

ffff (f¥sr), 

FTFTtTFST 

FFFF FFF FTFT FTTFt^WF fF. 

5. FT Ft. %. 

fFftr FfsTFrrft, 

FTTtFTFTF FF FTFT FTFFT, 
FFFF FFF FTFT FTTFtYFF fF. 

6. FT fFfTFFF FFTF fFF, 

FFFF' (FTFFFFTSTF), 

FTF#F FTFT FTFFT 
FFFF FFF FTFT FTTFTTFF f^r. 


[FT . F. 8/6/l 992-FFF-l] 
FT. %.FT. FFF, FFFfFF 
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MINISTRY OF POWER 
New Delhi, the 27th March, 2002 

S.O. 1257,—In exercise of the powers conferred by Section 3 of the Public Premises (Eviction of Unautho- 
iifec Occupants) Act, 1971 (40 of 1971), the Central Government hereby appoints the Officers mentioned in Column 
(1) of the Table below being Officers of the National Thermal Power Coiporation Limited, a Statutory Corpora¬ 
tion and equivalent to the rank of Gazetted Officer of the Government of India, to be estate officers for the purposes 
of the said Act, who shall exercise the powers conferred and perform the duties imposed on the estate officers by or 
under the said Act, within the local limits of their respective jurisdiction in respect of the categories of public 
premises specified in the corresponding entry in column (2) of the said Table : 


S.No. 


TABLE 

Name and designation of the officer Categories of public premises and local limits of jurisdiction 


( 1 ) 



( 2 ) 


1 . 


2 . 


Shri Awadhesh Prasad, 

Deputy General Manager, 

Vindhyachal Super Thermal Power 
Project, 

National Thermal Power Corporation 
Limited. 

Shri U. P. Gupta, 

Senior Manager (Law), 

National Capital Region Headquarters, 
Noida, National Thermal Power 
Corporation Limited. 


All premises owned or belonging to or taken on lease by National 
Thermal Power Corporation Limited and under the adminis¬ 
trative control of its Vindhyachal Super Thermal Power Statio 
at Post Office Vindhyanagar, District Sidhi, Madhya Pradesh. 


All premises belonging to National Thermal Power Corporation 
Limited and under the administrative control of its office at 
plot number A-8, A-8A and A-9 namely Engineering Office a t 
R and D Complex. 

All premises belonging to National Thermal Power Corporation 
Limited at Power Management Institute at Plot Number 5—14 
at Sector 16-A, Noida, District Gautam Budh Nagar, Utta 
Pradesh. 


3. Shri A. K. Sharma, 

Law Officer, 

National Capital Power Station, Dadri, 
National Thermal Power Corporation 
Limited. 

4. Shri M. K. Shukla, 

Manager (Law), 

Corporate Centre, 

National Thermal Power Corporation 
Limited. 

5. Shri D. K. Singh, 

Law Officer, 

Faridabad Gas Power Project, 

National Thermal Power Corporation 
Limited. 


All premises belonging to National Thermal Power Corporation 
Limited at National Thermal Power Corporation Township at 
Plot Number A-44, A-71 and C-55 at Sector 33, Noida, District 
Gautam Budh Nagar, Uttar Pradesh. 

All lands, quarters, estate properties and other accommodation 
owned or taken on lease by National Capital Power Projec f 
of National Thermal Power Corporation Limited located at 
Vidhut Nagar, Paragana and Tehsil, Dadri/Hapur, Distric 
Ghaziabad, Uttar Pradesh. 

All premises belonging to or taken on lease by National Therma 
Power Corporation Limited under the administrative contro 
of its Corporate Centre at National Thermal Power Corpora¬ 
tion Bhawan, SCOPE Complex, 7, Institutional Area, Lodh 
Road, New Delhi. 

All premises belonging to National Thermal Power Corporation 
Limited and under the administrative control of its National 
Thermal Power Corporation, Faridabad Project. 



Shri Digvijay Prasad Singh, 

Manager (Human Resources), 
Koldam Hydro Power Project, 
National Thermal Power Corporation 
Limited. 


All premises owned or belonging to or taken on lease by National 
Thermal Power Corporation Limited and under the adminis¬ 
trative contro] of its Koldam Hydro Power Project, Barmana, 
District Bilaspur, Himachal Pradesh. 


[ F. No. 8/6/1992-Th. I] 
Dr. K. V. JACOB, Dy. Secy. 





tPART II—Sfc. 3fii) j 


3550 THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : APRIL 13, 2002ZCHAITRA 23, 193 1 

HS 21 717, 2002 

^r.?rr. 1 2 5 s.—TikrfTT ’tth mnwriHm ti tw-fi), wMhw, 1971 (1971 7?r 40) 77 av-cr-.-? 

% 5TTf 777 TfffiTT 77 7717 7T7T §7 %fj> jRTR tT7?gRf hYh 71 77? qtfr71 Y 5,'pjf ( j) if 3f^ -fp3u* tT,.' 

Z'&fm fifmt-w n'W 777 Tfft ^rkksnr 7 ? w-xf.m off % wot % 7.-7 ifer ^^rfr % 

*r*iv$r 7 7777 ?Ti"cfof<f*ff % 771771 % k-T fffcm ffomk h-iti 717=7 k aft-; -*^7177 trrf?m % 7777 2 

f *Nfsru srftfcr Jr n 3 ki ? 7 rk % ak 7 tiikut-f hhvjh 717 ##i 3:; «Ti 7 T 7 flrfapsnr % vffiu: Yhh 

7 1 ‘jfn 7*i' % Staho iPTH'T 5771 ZTHHH 7*771 Til SFr-'kl Yi SNff TffBTl VI 7771<t V" 7k rrirkt tftkpffl Tlf 

Tk vdkf vr to - 7i?m:— 

cufavr 


^.ff. Tfavifkif % 717 7 m? 

1 - «ft tr.%. «TRgT 3 T, 
tt’Ttw (trsrarc-ftpr) 

kri <T 7 7177 sfNk?, 7777 777 m 
V. 7717517 fa. 

2. -'Hi tfa. V. Tffa, 
sfasrai (e.tt) 

7777 Vfkl Ti ’77 ^bpr, 7 P 3 ' "i, 
fal 77 777 7177 VifarkFI fa. 


TrTTfafl 7777 VT «1 fafa 771 sfafaVR Yt 7171 

7T.7T. 771, 'fpT7-77T, fa7i 31171, 7177717 R77, 7777 777 
7177 7771777 f7. 71 771 77 fk77 7f7T1771 % 77lf7c7 
717, qf ?tk fa T 17 77 71 771 77t 7f7, 7077, 77773771 
7k ?P=7 71717 I ■ 

77-1 7k7I¥7 77 7777, 771777’’, fa 77 7lfa7?7T*, 777 777 
777 f777 777 7t77l Sftt 717T7 7TTrT, faTl ffPPT17 777 
7fR 7kl ft«T7 7-777 7 f 7771 7177 ’7517, rufalW 7lkl 
f77l 7k77 0 5 777, 777 7kl 71 77ifafa 771771, TfTtfmkFfr 

krt 7ik77 ark v*<i -71717 1 


[77.7. 8 /h/ 1992-7771-1] 
71. ^.71. 7717, 777f77 


New Delhi, the 27th March, 2002 

S.0.1258.—In exercise of the powers conferred by Section 3 of the Public Premises (Eviction of Unautho¬ 
rized Occupants) Act, 1971 (40 of 1971), the Central Government hereby appoints the Officers mentioned in column 
(1) of the Table below being Officers of the National Thermal Power Corporation Limited, a Statutory Corporation 
and equivalent to the rank of Gazetted Officer of the Government of India, to be estate officers for the purposes 
of the said Act, who shall exercise the powers conferred and perform the duties imposed on the estate officers 
by or under the said Act, within the local limits of their respective jurisdictions in respect of the categories of 
public premises specified in the corresponding entry in column (2) of the said Table : 


TABLE 


S. Name and designation of the officer 


1. Shri A. K. Bhardwaj, 

Deputy Manager (HR-ES), 

Ar.ta Gas Power Project, 

National Thermal Power Corporation 
Limited. 

2 Shri M. K. Kaul, 

Manager (TA), 

National Capital Power Station. 
Dadri, 

National Thermal Power Corporation 
Limited. 


Categories of public premises and local limits of jurisdiction 

( 2 ) 

All land, quarters, estate properties and other accommodation 
owned, leased and rented by Anta' Gas Power Project of 
National Thermal Power Corporation Limited, located as 
Post Office Anta, P.S. Anta, District Baran, Rajasthan. 

All land, quarters, estate property, railway siding and other 
accommodation owned, leased and rented by National Capital 
Power Station, Tehsil Dadri, District Gautam Budh Nagar 
Uttar Pradesh at Vidhyut Nagar Par'agaiia and Tehsil Dadri, 
District Gautam Budh Nagar, Uttar Pradesh, including Central 
Satellite Earth Station, Muradnagar, District Ghaziabad. 
Uttar Pradesh. 


[F. No. 8/6/1992-Th. I 
Dr. K. V. JACOB, Dy. Secy 



[■HFTII—'^5 3(ll)] ' 'HRTT^na^m : 13, 2002,'% 23, 1924 ; 551 

bgtfctim 3fte mqfcrm stmem 


"ft fc^TT, 5 3HyH, 2002 


tjtt. ot. 1259.- mm P afk wwm (*#t 3 wk % 

snfo) 3qfafm, 1962 (1962 50) (M w$ 3 *rt stMto m 

W 3t *IRT 3 3ft TORI (1) W^5R%'^nSR 3?tT SH^fcRf! % 

4TO3 4t 3tf*kprcT WfT 3f*> 3TT° 1242(31) cfRt^T 20 foTO, 2001 IRf, ^ t 

Tiro an^ft 4 ^ 3 % amM am tfeTT m tort to 3 

TOfcl ^ 4 m ww mM^H! m 4RftcPH % ^ TflTO 3> tak ^ 44kR 

^ fm TOk ^ 3iteR- ^r a^r m % 3m 31 m 4t rito 3t eft; 

3lRmTOI7 atfeRJcRT 3t ■RfcT3T TOT 4t 07 TOlft, 2002 TOW 3RT # tt£ eft; 

afk w ft rttoto krarft % mw ft wtw aroftft 47 fam m farm 

ftftkm 3FFRTRT 3R falT 
■» 

3#? ^ WfmRt ft TO aftftftm cfft *IRT 6 4t TORT (1) ^ 3T#T ^kmR3i 

amftfftfttftftlft; 


afa %ftm Trim 4 tot Iftftft 47 fam 4 *ft % 43 m afk 4 ? mm $ ^ m fa tot 
^ ww taft ft> ftp amfm t, hit ft wr % aftror m arP 3Rft 47 ftftftm 
froft; 


3TO 3RT, P#?I 7TTO7, TOT 3t *IRT 6 3t TORT (1) IRT TO ?rfftPf 33T 

PftT TO p, 4* ftlw mft ft % aftftgrRT ft ftro mjftt 4 fftfftfe *ftft ft 
ww taft ft Ip mft4 ft 3#w ^ 3 t^r fft?n mi & 

ark, ftpr totr, tot aftftftm 4t *irt 6 3t tort (4) irt to ^Tfftrft 34 4% 
m p, ki^i M 11% 4wnf4 ki *jpf A mqm 34 -arfeR, ^ ktw 
W?H 3t rfTTte 3, 7R33R ^4 f4%cl ^ mt fevFl4 k TO, WI3TO fek * 

TORI TO TOt % 3WiM 3TTO Ifen fTO'^ 4, krf??T #TT 3fk '#T 4 # 3TOT « 
3TOIR, toi aqMfqci froki skiit ar^N tk P k# 

PTTI 


1072 Gi/2002—10 
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3T°T?jrtft 

t _ CS _ , 

fimir vfftft ctvt? ci^rftfr: vitzft 


oftcl 

?-!$: afo 

3m r o3ito^o ztsfeiu 

o 

T-Tck ajo 

3TR63TYo^o C$5 felU 

mhnci 

3lfSlcI filiUPcT 

a<£) 

lit? 

141,37 

0-00-13 


1791 

0-03-20 


141 <7 



1773 

0-11-60 


140 

0-13-82 


1784 

0-06-40 


138 

0-02-43 


1783 

0-08-20 





1782 

0-06-40 


Wcl 

0-16-30 


1779 

0-05-50 





1778 

0-03-63 


E/5fct gc p 

0-01-91 


1698 37 

0-05-00 


208 

0-33-20 


1699 

0-14-30 

cmm? 

206 

0-17-50 


Iff 

0-10-75 


203 

0-26-70 


1425 

0-09-80 


146 

0-13-70 


1424 

0-02-60 


147 

0-14-00 


1423 

0-04-00 

t 

142 

0-22-05 


1422 

0-05-40 



0-01-32 


1421 

0-08-85 


116 

0-98-96 


1396 

0-10-00 


117 

> 

t-J 

i 


1397 

0-00-14 


118 

0-13-60 


1398 

0-04-80 


119 

0-27-10 


1399 

0-04-40 


123 

0-14-80 


1400 

0-04-25 


122 

0-16-90 


1401 

0-01-26 


124 

0-19-96 


1402 

0-05-95 


*«■ 

0-02-52 


1389 

0-02-55 


85 

0-08-20 


1388 

0-17-40 


84 

0-12-30 


1386 

0-15-15 


HI :i't< 

0-17-60 


1387 

0-00-40 


so 

0-10-10 


1221 

0-75-40 


82 

0-01-44 


1219 0 

0-06-40 


81 

0-1O..40 


v’hT 

0- 1 1-80 


7-v, 

0-1 7-50 


1211' 3/ 

<1-01-60 


"T , 

.Ml 

U-]O-60 


12)2 

0-10-96 





1187 

0-21-46 


<{<•1 

03 43-76 


11 86 

, 0-01-91 





I 1 88 

0-16-30 





•«r‘ 

0-01-00 


1 8(>? 

0-0“-'0 


o'.: £'/> 

0-01-00 


m, > 

0-04-06 


1 163 

0-13-30 


! 7’)'i 

0-1 7-74) 


1 164 

0-10-00 


1 

0-08-46 


1 i65 

i ’-00-3-) 

| i ' " 

11-0 j 4 


11 ^8 

6-12-85 

i 

0-06-4-6 


11 56 

11-00-3 5 

1 i t , . 

1 i-t >4 -'m* 


1 1 55 

u-04-62 


■ i-os; so 


1 154 

t'-Of .-6(1 

i 1 ‘ 

t 

0-i >4 - Xu 

i 
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feiem afteft om? c i&rffcu affeft <nar? 



iffet sfo 

3Tl7o3fioZ£o cfs fejp 
3ifSm sbrwr 

vim 

37o 

37r?o3T>o^o cfsfcw 

pr , _Y- . . . 


(*?<«} eiv af) 

t&r&zr? at) 

?Ymi 

■ 

0-01-00 


960 

0-07-00 


| 

0-07-90 


966 

0-14-40 


1050 

0-11-25 


963 

0-12-60 


1051 

0-03-96 


962 

0-08-00 


mi 

0-01-20 


950 

0-06-00 


1053 

0-08-43 


958 

0-10-38 


mi i'-fi 

0-01-75 


952 

0-16-00 


1021 

0-06-93 


948 

0-17-10 


1020 

0-13-10 


946 

0-11-80 


1003 

0-12-20 


944 

0-08-80 


1002 

0-12-30 


929 

0-12-60 


998 

0-12-90 


930 

0-11-20 


996 

0-09-30 


93? 

0-22-60 


994 

0-16-17 


IS* 

■^Gf 

* 

0-01-00 


992 

0-01-19 








<;pT 

07-09 84 


[tpt, TT. ttt^- 14014 , 22 OV-#. 1 #-] 
TT^rffr fTTfT, 


Ministry of Petroleum and Natural Gas 

New Delhi, the 5lh April. 2002 

S.O. s. o. 1259 .—Whereas by notification of the Government of India in 

the Ministry of Petroleum and Natural Gas number S.O. 1242(E), dated the 20 
December 2001, issued under sub -section (1) of section 3 of the Petroleum and 
Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act 1962 (50 of 1962) 
(hereinafter referred to as the said Act), the Central Government declared its 
intention to acquire the right of user in the land specified in the Schedule appended to 
that notification for the purpose of laying pipeline for the transportation of natural 
gas through GGS Kalol to AEC Pipeline Project in the State of Gujarat by the Gas 
Authority of India Limited; 

And whereas copies of the said Gazette notification were made aval able 
to the public on the 07 th January, 2002; 

And whereas the objections received from the public to the laying of the 
pipeline have been considered and disallowed by the competent authority. 

And whereas the competent authority has, under sub-section (1) of section * ot 
the said Act, submitted its report to the Central Government; 
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And whereas the Central Government, after considering the said report and 
i being satisfied that the said land is required for laying the pipeline, has decided 
acquire the right of user therein. 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of 
■etion 6 of the said Act, the Central Government hereby declares that the right of 
;er in the land specified in the Schedule appended to this notification is hereby 
cquired for laying the pipeline; 

.And, further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (4) of 
ection 6 of the said Act, the Central Government hereby directs that the right of 
ser in the land for laying the pipeline shall, instead of vesting in the Central 
jovemment, vest, on the date of the publication of the declaration, in the Gas 
Authority of India Limited, proposing to lay the pipeline and thereupon the right 
of such user in the land shall, subject to the terms and conditions so imposed, vest 
in the Gas Authority of India, free from all encumbrances. 


SCHEDULE 


1 ISTRICT: GAM 

DH IN AGAR 

TEHSI! : GANDHINAGAR 


Survey .No. 

Land to be acquired 

Village 

Suney no. 

1 and to be acquired 

; IjJ 


for ROl' (in hectare) 



for ROl iin hectare) 

[’or 

mgm 

0-00-13 

Tarapur’ 

Cart-Track 

0-02-52 


■bh 



85 

0-08-20 


mm 

0-13-82 


84 

0-12-30 


■il- 

0-02-43 


Road 

0-17-60 


■H 



80 

0-10-10 


Total 

0-16-30 


82 

0-01-14 





81 

0-19-40 





75 

0-17-50 

Tarapur 

Cart-Track 

0-01-91 


76 

0-10-60 


208 

0-33-20 





206 

0-17-50 


I otai 

03-43-76 


203 

0-26-70 

Sertha 




146 

0-13-70 





147 

0-14-00 





142 

0-22-05 


1802 

0-07-20 

‘ •• rt-Track 

0-01-32 


1800 

0-04-06 

116 

098-96 


1799 

0-17-60 

i 117 

0-12-40 


1798 

0-08-16 

5 . ns 

0-13-60 


1797 

0-01-55 


: 19 

0-27-10 


1795 

0-06-49 


’ M 

0-14-80 


1794 

0-04-60 



0-16-90 


1793 

0-08-80 



_ 0.-19-96_ 


1792 

0-04-80 
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Sertha 

1791 

0-03-20 

Sertha " 


0-17-40 


1773 

0-11-60 


1386 

0-15-15 


1784 

0-06-40 


1387 

0-00-40 


1783 

0-08-20 


1221 

0-75-40 


1782 

0-06-40 


1219 B 

0-06-40 


1779 

0-05-50 


Road 

0-11-80 


1778 

0-03-63 


1219 A 

0-01-60 


1698/A 

0-05-00 


1212 

0-10-96 


1699 

0-14-30 


1187 

0-21-46 


WBM Road 

0-10-75 


1186 

0-01-91 


1425 

0-09-80 


1188 

0-16-30 


1424 

0-02-60 


Cart-Track 

0-01-00 


1423 

0-04-00 


Cart-Track 

0-01-00 


1422 

0-05-40 


1163 

0-13-30 


1421 

0-08-85 


1164 

0-10-00 


1396 

0-10-00 


1165 

0-00-34 


1397 

0-00-14 


1158 

0-12-85 


1398 

0-04-80 


1156 

0-00-35 


1399 

0-04-40 


1155 

0-04-02 


1400 

0-04-25 


1154 

0-06-60 


1401 

0-01-26 





1402 

0-05-95 




1389 

0-02-55 




DISTRICT: GANDHINAGAR TEHSIL: GANDHINAGAR 


Village 

Survey No. 

Land to be acquired 
for ROU (in hectare) 

Village 

Survey no. 

Land to be acquired 
for ROC (in hectare) 

Sertha 

Cart-Track 

0-01-00 

Sertha 

960 

0-07-00 


1048 

0-07-90 


966 

0-14-40 


1050 

0-11-25 


963 

0-12-60 


1051 

0-03-96 


962 

0-08-00 


Cart-Track 

0-01-20 


950 

0-06-00 


1053 

0-08-43 


958 

0-10-38 


Cart-Track 

0-01-75 


952 

0-16-00 


1021 

0-06-93 


948 

0-17-10 


1020 

0-13-10 


946 

0-11-80 


1003 

0-12-20 


944 

0-08-80 


1002 

0-12-30 


929 

0-12-60 


998 

0-12-90 


930 

0-11.-20 


996 

0-09-30 


932 

0-22-60 


994 

0-16-17 


Cart-Track 

0-01-00 


992 

0-01-19 







Total 

07 0*)-84 


|F No L-14014/22/01-GP ] 
SWAMI SINGH. Director 
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5 3 rm, 2002 


grr. ot. 1260.— At#? tor A A^Aftr Aft Rrr?RTO (#? 4 toW Ar 
3?fa4R 47 3?#7) 3A#TTO 1962 (1962 47 50) (fAA R?A RT4T 4?4R( TO SflAfTO 4*T 
4 3W1I (1) # 3?#? Wit 4 4i to trto # 3^44 3?ft WffclW % 
TORT 4 37$RJTO WTT 47° 37To 1243(37) wAw 20 fRR47, 2001 5RT, ft7T 37^eRT A 

77TOT 3R^rft A fefafe i$T A % 3MM 3TO fAffe m TOlcT TO A 4#T7? 

WRtRT 4 R^A? WTO4 AAfaRT TO OTffTTO A7T % 4ft4RT 4 fax* ^TSTOIRT fA$lA 4 4#R 
toAt 4 3?ft4R ^ 37 A 4 to 4 arqA 3 twf? 4 Arw 4 4; 

Aft TO TOT4 37$ftJ5RT A? #T4T TOT 4 07 TOft, 2002 # 3TO4 4RT # 4^ # 

Aft wf 4 toA A wt^trt ftranA 4 ttto A wro A w?r 37 tA# r fft^T? 4R fftw 
A 3At 3*A 374431]?? 457 f<<4T A; 

sfft TTO A TO' 3TMTO 4 «TRT 6 4 TORT (1) 4 37#? 4A#4 TOT? 4 

3744tftA£AA A; 

Aft 4 t#t tot? A to ftftA 47 Artr 4rA At tort 3At 4* 7RI4T4 ft TO r fA to 
^ WT74TRT fA^lA A? fftR 37^%cT A, 37? A toAt A> 3t1toR 47 37^3 4rA 47 fAfAro 
fro A; 


3RTT 374, At# 4 TOR, 347T 3?f#T44 <ft «TRT 6 4 3RJRT (1) 5RT TO *#4# 47 

TOt 4Rcr to, 4? Atw TOt A fA> rt 37$Rj44T A Aro 3Ri7jftt A fAfftro ^ A 
MftMtflSH fAsSlft A> fft?? 344ftT A> 37fft4R 47 37#? 1A>4I WRIT A; 

Aft, 47#4 TOR, TO 3A#m 47 4T7T 6 4l TORT (4) SRT TO VlfAdAi 47 TOftT 

to to, 1A#t A4 A for 'W7 fro? A> fax? ft irAAt 47 3t1A4r, rt Aw % 

TOTCT4 4 3TA?4 A, At#T TOR A fAfft] ftft 4 TO? 7?ftt fRTOAt A TO, WMf4 taft 47 

TO14 to? 4t4 At? 3tAtM Afa ftro MAAs A, fAfftr Aw ftft toA, ■#? A AA 34#t 47 
Ator, r? tor 3?1AAfTO fAro? AA^tA % 3 ?#? t?A 3R, At? a?wM 3 to #54t A IAIm 
Awi 



: 3T%t 13, 2002/% 23, 1924 
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[HFT II— 1 ^S 3 (ii)J 


C» 


fbrem <h&mi u ii ci&'t fl&n cfi&ilc f 


3#cT 

7~rcf gfo 

3?T?b3T>oZ£o c fcf&U 

*ttc[ 

^Tct 3fo 

3777o3tfo^o /eTP 

3if$rcT £brwr 

3 ifiSlcl 

(<?erc!e« <H) 

(&CCC*U* <H) 

?-[?oT 

1007 

0-19-63 


203 

0-10-52 


1008/2 

0-11-20 



0-04-70 


963 

0-15-46 


111 

0-31-06 


etsr 

0-01-20 


113 

0-03-62 


959 

0-13-10 


114 

0-12-80 





108 

0-28-94 


W l 

00-60-59 



0-02-00 





103 

0-29-50 

eusft&t 

14 

15 

0-77-08 

0-09-74 


97 

98 

0-00-25 

0-21-79 


225 

0-08-27 


96 

0-11-40 


226 

0-05-57 


91 

0-06-75 


230/1-2 

0-07-06 


95 

0-07-60 


231 

0-10-90 


94 

0-08-20 


224 

0-25-48 


93 

0-08-20 


222 

0-10-95 





221 

0-11-96 


w 

04-64-16 


220 

0-05-65 





219-2 

0-14-41 





219/3 

0-00-06 





215 

0-15-81 





216 

0-42-50 






0-01-36 





207 

0-13-84 





208 

0-07-86 





209 

0-08-83 





[m 71. T3/ 5 M4014/22/01%.%] 




New Delhi, llie 5lh Apnl. 2002 

S.O s. o. 1260 .— Whereas by notification of the Government of India in 

the Ministry of Petroleum and Natural Gas number S.O. 1243(E), dated the 20 th 
December 2001, issued under sub -section (1) of section 3 of the Petroleum and 
Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962) 
(hereinafter referred to as the said Act), the Central Government declared its 
intention to acquire the right of user in the land specified in the Schedule appended to 
that notification for the purpose of laying pipeline for the transportation of natural 
gas through GGS Kalol to AEC Pipeline Project in the State of Gujarat by the Gas 
Authority of India Limited; 

And whereas copies of the said Gazette notification were made available 
to the public on the 07 th January, 2002; 
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And whereas the objections received from the public to the laying of the 
pipeline have been considered and disallowed by the competent authority; 

And whereas the competent authority has, under sub-section (1) of section 6 of 
the said Act, submitted its report to the Central Government; 

And whereas the Central Government, after considering the said report and 
on being satisfied that the said land is required for laying the pipeline, has decided 
to acquire the right of user therein. 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of 
section 6 of the said Act, the Central Government hereby declares that the right of 
user in the land specified in the Schedule appended to this notification is hereby 
acquired for laying the pipeline; 

And, further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (4) of 
section 6 of the said Act, the Central Government hereby directs that the right of 
user in the land for laying the pipeline shall, instead of vesting in the Central 
Government, vest, on the date of the publication of the declaration, in the Gas 
Authority of India Limited, proposing to lay the pipeline and thereupon the right 
of such user in the land shall, subject to the terms and conditions so imposed, vest 
in the Gas Authority of India, free from all encumbrances. 


SCHEDULE 

DISTRICT: MEHSANA TF.HSIL: KALOL 


Village 

Survey No. 

Land to be acquired 

Village 

Survey No. 

Land to be acquired | 



for ROC (in hectare) 



for ROl (in hectare) 

Saij 

1007 

0-19-63 

Dhanoj 

203 

0-10-52 


1008 2 

0-11-20 


Railway 

0-04-70 


963 

0-15-46 


111 

0-31-06 


Road 

0-01-20 


113 

0-03-62 


959 

0-13-10 


114 

108 

0-12-80 

0-28-94 






Total 

00-60-59 


Cart-Track 

0-02-00 

Dhanoj 

14 

0-77-08 


103 

97 

0-29-50 

0-00-25 


15 

0-09-74 


98 

0-21-79 


225 

0-08-27 


96 

0-11-40 


226 

0-05-57 


91 

0-06-75 


230 1-2 

0-07-06 


95 

0-07-60 


231 

0-10-90 


94 

0-08-20 


224 

0-25-48 


93 

0-08-20 


222 

0-10-95 





221 

220 

0-11-96 

0-05-65 


Total 

04 64 16 






219 2 

0-14-41- 





219 3 

0-00-06 





215 

0-15-81 





216 

0-42-50 





Cart-Track 

0-01-36 





207 

0-13-84 





208 

0-07-86 





209 

0-08-83 





|F No L-140I4/22/0I-G P 


SWAMI SINGH. Director 
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RfeR, 10 ST&cT, 2002 


33.3TT. 1261.— =&-c[)q 37TRTT Rt r rli<=b %H RT 37THRTR 9cflrl 
FtcTT f % TpRTrf TT^T 3 feWiW £ ^TRRT TRR PHR'cl HR, 
TTRTHFT TRH 3 RRH ^ ftcfr '0 37HR5fVH HR ^ RTRTH ^ fRTT 
if&ZR 3TPTR RiqfCSR RTT T^R HfiRRT'H RTHt HT%q ; 

•aflr, Rn;l<4 htrtc Rt hhh qr^qRi^H f<siA # yRHH =£ fRir hf 

■37THYHR ycftcT FtHT t fe OT f^TFT^f HTfqRTfR f^TeSIU H7R RT 

* f 3fn Rt 37fa7£R7T R 7TRH 37 ^4t qf HfRR f 5WO R 
3TfRRR Rl <H^4 h Irr J 

■37H: 37H, °bd;ld flWH, RR -#TH (^T R HqHPl 

^ 37f%TRTT RT 37^=7) rMhRT, 1962 (1962 RT 50) Rt R7T 3 Rt 

3TO (1) ?TRT 9T^tT RtRTHf RT yRrr RC?t ^r, 377 ■qfR R RTHtH 

3rfqRR rt 3tRh r<*) R Rq-t 37 tvi q Rt y)qu|j Rxnt ■§■ j 

^fad Rt 3HH R^R qf Hftrfn R ffHRC f 377 HR^sT H 

RKH ^ TTHTCH R RHT qRT^ld ft? 37fH7££RT Rl qfHHT 77TR7R 

RHrTT Rt HRH3H RTF R RTHt f, fHRTT? TRT ^ RIhT HTT^t HRTtH ^ 

37fqRR RT 37^7 RT^ Zfj iqp} R RH TTT^TRT^T fR5Ft R RRH ^ 
R. RT^HT, W RtHRTIi, WfTR-R^T RgRrl l gH ( M.sfo ) 

qRdlddl, ffeRT 37TRH Rtqft?R f<H7RRf, Rtst H. 1439, #=f<i7- 15, 

RTRT i.^6<i, qiHlMd-13100! (fRrRT) Rt fc-ifed R 371^3 Rh 

77Rrm 


HfT5R5 IHhI: |H5R JV^: RWM! 


Rfa RT 


^Klcfld 

^HT/f^cn 


Rs2TT 


#3^117 

tpw 

Rf4fe3 

1 

2 

3 

4 

6 

6 

7 

J 

*5RT 

17 


47 

0 

03 

79 




2136 

0 

00 

76 


[m ■??. 3TK-25011/25/2001 ~3Tt 3TR-1] 
TJT!. -g^I. 3iqr 


1072 GI/2002—11 
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New Delhi, the 10th April, 2002 

s. o. 1261 —Whereas, it appears to the Central Government, that it is necessary 
in the public interest that for the transportation of crude oil from Viramgam in 
the State of Gujarat to Panipat in the State of Haryana via Chaksu in the State of 
Rajasthan, a pipeline should be laid by the Indian Oil Corporation Limited ; 

• 

And, whereas, it appears to the Central Government that for the purpose of 
laying the said pipeline, it is necessary to acquire the right of user in the land 
under which the said pipeline is proposed to be laid and which is described in 
the Schedule annexed to this notification; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 
3 of the Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in 
Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), the Central Government hereby declares its 
intention to acquire the right of user therein; 

Any person interested in the land described in the said Schedule may, within 
twenty one days from the date on which the copies of this notification, as 
published in the Gazette of India, are made available to the general public, object 
in writing to the acquisition of the right of user therein or laying of the pipeline 
under the land to Shri J.K. Ahuja, Competent Authority, Salaya-Mathura 
Pipeline (Augmentation) Project, Indian Oil Corporation Ltd.,Kothi No. 1439 , 
Sector-15, Urban Estate , Sonepat (Haryana) -131001. 


IfehsikBahadurgarh Dist:Jhajjar State :Haryana 

. — j. ■> ■■ ■ i—— —--—i— ■—r -. | — —-—» - — ■ 


Name of Village 

Hadbast 

Mustatil 

Khasra/ 

Area 

No. 

No. 

Killa No. 

Hectare. 

Are. 

Sq.Mtr. 

i 

2 

3 

4 

6 

6 

7 

Chhara 

17 


47 

0 

03 

79 




2136 

0 

00 

76 


[F No R-25011/25/2001-OR-II 
S S KEMWAL. Under Sccv 
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[HFi II—3(ii)] 


10 2002 

to.ot. un-refc^ter w<w , aftr 

cnpr * vrim 3Tfeni yy ^T^T) 3lfafWT, 1962 (1962 ^T 50) Wt 
m 3 W1W (l) ^RT y^rT ?ffcTciyf ^TT y^PT Wt 1|q 'RITcf WPTC 
yi<^fd=b % q'snfrW ^ ^TTcT ^ TFsm, W 2 T3^~3, 
3m (ii) ^ 4209-4218 cTTltW 18 3RTT<T, 2001 3 SRPT%cT 3 #RJsrt 
yy.3TT. 2069, rfRhsT 9, 3T0^T 2001 ^ ^TRM?3 cT WfaR ^T Pfctl 

trft 11 


1. ^PcT 3#njERT -^r Tfjcr t5TTT £ TT^Trf 4211 33TTCT / fe^TT 

WIT 2224 ^ “ O-OO-OO" ^ TSTFT RT “0~00-5l” TRsf I 

2. Tffcr ■3T T R T JT R R^TcT 4212 T3mT / fe^fT RRsqT 21 

"4 77 " 

tel “ 0-00-25" ^ R^TFT RT “0-05-82" Rli I 


[m 34K-25011/25/2001-3Tt 3TR-1] 
TTJ1. TTFt. %H3ic'i, 


New Delhi, the 10th Apnl, 2002 


s.o. i 262 .~ In exercise of the powers conferred by the Sub-section (1) of the 
Section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals Pipeline (Acquisition of Right of User in 
Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), the Central Government hereby directs the 
following amendments in the notification of the Government of India in the 
Ministry of Petroleum and Natural Gas vide S.O. 2069 dated 9 th August, 2001 
namely :- 

1. 


2. 


[F. No. R-25011/25/2001-OR-l | 
S. S. KEMWAL. Under Secy 


In the said notification at page 4216 relating to village Chhara, against khazsiaj 
IfCUfct No. 2224 for the area “0-00-00”, the area “0-00-51” shall be 
substituted. 

In the said notification at page 4217 relating to village Agarpur, against 
l<iilftcNo. 2JL for the area “0-00-25”, the area “0-05-82” shall be 
4/1 

substituted. 
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= ^T.3TI. 1263.7TT-rr t 3TTT qi^THT^T 

(& $ 3q#r ^ 3#m i l962 ( 1962 wr 50) ¥\ 

%nrr 3 opt 5 W 1 (!) nrr HStF HfccRTf WT aRRf fq x^ ^ 

Ti^rq^r, ?nw 3 ^^nr, 2001 ^ ^ 6215 vi n =F i f? i d HRcr hhptt ^ 

^dlf^i-qq 34 tt ypjfeF ’hr wrrt ^ 3 #i^h[ m ^t.ht. 2958 cnftw 

31 2001 37TT H?Ttf*TcT HTTcT ^ TF^PT^T HFT 2, ^ 3, <£ c Rsrg 

(ii) cTlfrcy 23 ^T, 2001 ^ ^ 2859 ^ 2870 cFFT V&rfim ^frT R5TTRRI 
^ 37f^RJ^RT HO ^FI'O 37T0 1408 cTlfe 19 ^T, 2001 3 tHJ=#TfefT flfcT 

£ 3ftT f, 3T*lf?T :- 

cFf h Tftor ^ yfeife ^ tp 55 

2861 HC, - 

1. H^FT WW«h 585 ^ HIH^, “ 0-11-01” sfo ^ HTR RT 
“ 0-13-17” H3T 

2 H3f§T°T Hfe4t°h 24 ^ HTH^, “ 0-25-94” 8rtH ^ HTR RT 
“ 0-60-74” m xm\ ^mxrn! 


[''FI "4. -3TR-25011/9/2001-aft 3TTT-1 ] 
TR. RP. %q«(!c4, 3?^ Tlf^e? 


New Delhi, the 10th April. 2002 

S.C s. 0 . 1263 .—,In exercise of the powers conferred by the sub-section (1) of 

section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in 
Lan^Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), the Central Governrr, nt hereby amends the Notification 
of the Government of India in the Ministry of Petroleum and Natural Gas S.O. No. 
1408 dated 19th June, 2001 published in the Gazette of India, Part-ll, Section 3, sub¬ 
section (ii) at Pages 2859 to 2870 on 23rd June, 2001 and further amended vide 
S.O. No. 2958 dated 31st October, 2001 published in the Gazette of India dated 3rd 
November, 2001 at page 6215 in the following manner, 


In the said notification, in the Schedule, in heading Village Ruppura at page 6215 

1. against Survey No. 585 for the area "0-11-01" substitue " 0-13-17" 

2. against Survey No 24 for the area "0-25-94" substituepQ-60-74" 

IF No R-25011/9/2001 -OR-If 
S S KEMWAL. Under Secy 



*m?T *BT TT5m : 3rtcT 13, 2 OO 2 M 3 23, 1924 
10 3T§ef, 2002 
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^T- 3ff- 1264.— >H^cb'W % ^frfeRFT 3?R fclftva qi^MeiT^-? (^f% R 3WPT cf> 

3rteR STvjf^r) 3Tf§TRm, 1962 (1962 c6T 50) (fuT% mT^Tci GTf&Rm 

3oFT T RJT 5?) 3ot £1KI 3 3ot viMtlkl (l) cfc GT^fT^T vjrTT^t got T Tlf *TRcf cp ^£ilciq*i G^Tx 

Plciofciefo ^pilcH-U got "HR cl ^ R 15 Rxi^-sk, 2001 gft pcpiRid GTRTx^RT Ixxsgfcp ■ 

3R. 3TT. 3389 cfT?^ 14 2001 sTRT GT^r^HT ^ xTcRT 3T^3T R faRif^c wjn 

R JTBTxT^ R m^ciri) (^FFTTf) % 7P32T R HR'WT (^T?) rfcp q^tfciGR larTT^t 

qRcIFd «P fcfs ^sJ^—Pi^Men^d fcl'WK MRii'lm-ti cp TT ^uxa P^TTcTGR 

goRRRsJH fcrft^S £NT W^TcfT^ f*TBTf% go PRlTuR cfr feT 1 ? WTFT g> GTRgoR gq GTGR t$ 

3m 3 h?rt got giro gft eft; 

3 ^? ^cfrf 'iMMPi srfSr^xRT g$t yfcrm gfhctt gft crRTd 2 vRg^t, 2002 gpT gpqersg gRT gr 

^ $i ; 

Sit? , H2tfH yiftlcoixl ^ 33cJxT 3Tf&}Ri<4d clot STRT 6 got ’dqtiixl (l) go GP^H gRgpg xixcpiX cpT 

3PT# RRf€ £ t ; 

3?K <&*£ I^ "^FRcloR W 'd'H Rh)<£ (cHlX ch>dA c£ M^xtld 3TR Ifo 'ffni'it'R FT 'GTR qg Too 
^Rr wTcrm faro go feFT sRr^Tcr t, ^fr 3 tRR£ert gr Rm^Pg opg^t # 
ijRr R gqgM gr GrRrggg gg gtgRt ggRr gg fc R tr g g t; 

3RT: 3T«T, cp^ij ^tT GtRtRrr got EFRT 6 got TORf(l) gTxT PGRa ^rfcFcl^ff cfoT Wf 

3r# frj ^fmrr ^Rcft t qT^Tcfi^w c^ fen? GifsrgmT # sr^t r qRfe 
3jcfcr ijRr Pr wtt c^ gtRi^n cr f^rr ^ttctt % i 

3jk ^FjR, ^vt srRrRm etttt 6 cjot wmm ( 4 ) gm p^t ?rfcmt cm mrim 
^FRcr vw Rr^?r ^cfr t f^ w ^Rr R ^Rfm m stRtcpr gfrwr ^ wi gR 
cfRRl ^ 'M^chK R f%f%cT Ft^ got 6T3TFT ^T>tt f^ccFFff % RftT iTRa q^tfcRPT 

cfoksl^M RiRi^'S R Pif^ci fRtt 1 
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^_O_ _X. r-v N_ _\- 

n&iilCl : 

FjIcu : S3R5DoI 

: <H«1UG91 

^1 oIRI 




3 (S. ^I^cH) 

0.0039 

4/1 ^ 

0.7968 

4/2 


4/3 

i 

4/4 

> 

4/5 


4/6 


4/7 ' 


6 

0 2467 

14 

0 0633 

8,9 

0 0046 

13 

0.1057 

12/2 

0.0629 

22/4/1 

0.0982 

22/4/2 

0 0191 

22/1 

0.3169 

22/3 

0 0638 

33(^r) 

0.0325 

7. mrnta 

18 

0 0767 

19 

0.3071 

20 (TI.2ITHI) 

0.0181 

23(7T.ilcHl) 

0.1019 

22 

0.1008 

24 

0.5263 

25(7LeRFTT?) 

0.2502 

26(^fr) 

0.0366 

33(71 WFTT?) 

0.2514 

35 

0.1197 

34/1TT 34/17 

0.6659 

99/17199/6 

0.0361 

104(7T.7T7cfT) 

0.0301 

106/1 

, 0 1780 

„ , 106/2 J 

-, —a —. .1,, -- 

r 








[STTII—T?^ 3 (ii)] 


: snfe 13,2002/% 23 ,1924 
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3IRT mi ofrH 




eNqjci 


®ra>4ca (foRrR..) 


13 30sf.3) 

77/2/2 
77/2/1 
77/1/1 
77/1/2 
77/1/3 
80,81 
84 
83 


0.0458 

0.0515 


0 2356 
0 3875 
0.0084 


[m 4. 3TTC-31015/37/2001- 3TR-II ] 
i?,fl91 3 TcTT TrfecT 


New Delhi, the 10th April, 2002 

S.0.1264.—Whereas, by a notification of the Government of India in the 
Ministry of Petroleum and Natural Gas, number S.0.3389 dated the 14 
December 2001, issued under sub-section (1) of section 3 of the Petroleum and 
Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of Users in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 
1962), (hereinafter referred to as the said Act), published in the Gazette of India 
on the 15 th December, 2001, the Central Government declared its intention to 
acquire the right of user in the land, specified in the Schedule appended to that 
notification for the purpose of laying pipeline for transport: of petroleum 
products through the Mumbai-Manmad Pipeline Extension Project from 
Panewadi(Manmad) in the State of Maharashtra to Manglya (Indore) in the State 
of Madhya Pradesh by the Bharat Petroleum Corporation Limited; 

And, whereas, the copies of the said Gazette notification were made available to 
the public on 03.01.2002; 

And, whereas, the Competent Authority has under sub-section (1) of section^ 
of the said Act, submitted his report to the Central Government; 

And whereas, the Central Government, after considering the said report and on 
being satisfied that the said land is required for laying the pipeline and has 
decided to acquire the right of user in the land specified in the Schedule 
appended to this notification; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 
6 of the said Act, the Central Government hereby declares that the right of user 
in the said land 1 specified in the Schedule is hereby acquired for laying the 
pipeline. 

And, further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (4) of section 6 
of the said Act, the Central Government directs that the right of user in the said 
lands shall instead of vesting in the Central Government, vest on the date of the 
publication of this declaration, in the Bharat Petroleum Corporation Limited, 
free from all encumbrances. 
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SCHEDULE 

TEHStL: MAHESHWAR 

DISTRICT: KHARGONE 

STATE : MADHYA PRADESH 

NAME OF VILLAGE | 

SURVEY NO, 


AREA IN HECTARE 

1. BHAVANTALAI 

3 (GCT) 


0.0039 


4/1 


0.7968 


4/2 




4/3 




4/4 

1 



4/5 




4/6 




4/7 




6 


0.2467 


14 


0.0638 


8.9 


0 0046 


13 


0 1057 


12/2 


0.0625 


22/4/1 


0.0982 


22/4/2 


0 0191 


22/1 


0.3169 


22/3 


0 0638 


33(RIVER) 


0 0325 

2. BAKANER 

18 


0.0767 


19 


0.3071 


20(GCT) 


0.0181 


23 (G DRAIN' 


0 1019 


22 


0.1008 


24 


0.5263 


25(GL) 


0.2502 


26(RIVER) 


0.0366 


33(GL) 


0.2514 


35 


0.1197 


34/1 to 34/17 


0.6659 


99/1 to 99/6 


O.dtfcl 


104(GCT) 


. . ... , -- ... 
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... ... ... ■ - 


-- - 

(name of village 

! SURVEY NO. 

AREA IN HECTARE ] 

BAKANER (Coat’d) 

106/1 

1 

0.1780 

106/2 



108(GL) 


0.1854 

107/f TO 107/10 


0.3616 

116 (G.DRAIN) 


0.0213 

119/1 


0 1074 

119/2 



119/3 



119/4 

9 


3. KUSUMBIYA 

14/1/1/1 

V 

0.4037 

14/1/1/2 

) 


5/1 


0.1985 

5/2 

J 


4,4/88 


0 2397 

3(GL) 


0.0696 

4. KAKARDA 

33/1 

1 

0 2298 

33/2 

r 

33/3 

) 


32/1 

\ 

| 

0.0076 

32/2 



32/3 

i 

i 


36/2 

! 

«/ 


37/1 


0.3364 

37/2 

J 


38/2 


0 1236 

85(G.DRAIN) 


0.0221 

19/1/2 


^ 0.5669 

19/2,15/2 



19/3,16 


> 

19/4 



19/5 


/ 

19/1/I (GL) 


0 0166 

17 


0.1704 

18/1 

1 

0.0071 

h 

18/2 

J 

1 

15 


0.1711 

13(NH 3) 


0.0458 
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.. . 

c 

|name of village 

SURVEY NO. 

AREA IN HECTARE 



KAKARDA (Cont'd) 


77/212 

ft 


0.0515 

77/2/1 

77/l1l 




77/1/2 




77/1/3 

> 



80,81 



0.2356 

84 



0.3875 

83 



0.0084 


[F No R-31015/37/2001 -OR-II ] 
H AR] SH KUMAR, Under Secy. 


10 artn, 2002 

^T.3TT. 1265.—ftftfa TRepR ft A^rfeRPT ftt? (ftfft ft WPT ft 

ftftw? W 3Rifcr) srfftfftiJH 1962 (1962 W 50) (fftft ^?ft ^Tlft WefTcT WW 3T#rfftw W 
TOT t) ftt EJRT 3 ftt 33TJETRT (l) ft SfftftT uTTft eft Wcf TRW? ft ftgtfeHR ftt? 
OT^fcfep ft?T H^ldil eft ‘HRcf ft TFJTT^ cTTft^f 8 fftTF«R, 2001 W y<t>lfi*lc1 3Tfft?3WlT 
Wfft> W. 3TT. 3310, cflftw 06 f^TF«R / 2001 gRT ^TT 3TfftgTRT ft fteFi 3R jgftt ft 

ferfftfftse gfft ft ^y^i TRai ft yft-wrra (f^lr?) ft wr*r ft ftgftftrw 

■a Til ft ft ftftw-T ft feHJ -RTTcT ftftfftrW efiNft^H fcft%5 3RT M^'Tdl^T fftwft ft 
IfftjR ft foRJ v3Mft J l ft 3ffftw? W 3Rfa ft 3RFt 3UWJ -ft ftRT ftt ft I 

ft? aw 1 NM 1 ftftgrprr ftt ftcfft \3T4c1T ftr dlft^ 30 fftTFR 2001 ftt WTeRET cfRT ft 

M ft; 

^ ft 

ft? TT5PT yiftJef)|y) % vdcftrf 3ffft%2Rf ftt STRT 6 ftt viHVIKI (l) ol grl'RI ft ftftft TRWT 

ftr arqft fftrt^ ft ft t; < 

ft? ftftft TRW? W 33TT q? fcRn? W?ft ft qr^FT HF TFWR ft TR7T t 1ft fTT 

ft vJM|6|<€i 3fg?jft ft fftfftffte ijfft ft 3jqftTT ft snftw?- W 3RRT fftm 33THT 

3Tcr: 31*r ftftft TRW? ftftfftw ftt EJR7 6 ftt 33WRI (l) gRT qWT ftftftt W qftr 
W?ft UN°TT ef)?ft % fft qi^qdl^H fsTOTft ft feR’ ’ 3T5?jft ft irfft ft ij t fq Y u 1 W 

srfftw? ftftcT fftw vjrrcTT t; 

ftr ftftt?T TRW? ftftftm ftt EfRT 6 ftt 3JWRT ( 4 ) £RT !FW ftftrft W qftq- 

3Rft gg, w fftft^r ftft ft fft ??w gfft ft ^qftftr w 3ftrw? ^?r ftwrr ft mrh ftt 
ft ftftfti ?r?w? ft fft fft ci fttft ftt wrrg, Trft fftrftTftt ,ft gw 

wrftftw fftfftft^ ft fftfftcT ftmr 1 
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5EW <351 oOH 




tei ; aseuoft 


424/1,424/2 fa. ^RFTT?) 

422 (a.2EE<lI) 

427 

396/1 

396/2 

396/3 

428/1 

395 

399 

429 (H.3R<n) 

390/1 
391 ■ 

389fa7fleTT) 

387/1 fa. rRFTTS) 
75/8 
75/10 
75/11 
75/12 
75/3 

75/2,74/8 
76 fa. turn is) 

77/2 

77/1 

42/12 

42/1 

78 (H.oflcir) 

80/4 


5F52I : ?ie2rgtsi 


0.2270 


0.0108 

0.4680 

0.2952 


0.0209 
0.1600 
0.2508 
0.0216 
0.2380 
0.2808 
0.0508 
0.0288 
0.1236 
0.0104 
0.2819 
0.0005 
0.1235 
0.0033 
0.1720 
0.0839 
0.1584 
0 0349 
0.3242 
00171 
0 0636 



[MFTII—^^3(ii)] 



: 3T^T 13, 2002/% 23, 1924 


3571 
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S Wd3cD'4i 

6 , sradt 


96 

0 3630 

93 cssog m tts®) 

0.0324 

122/1 

0.2000 

122/2 

0.0300 

123/2 

0.0500 

121 (FT. rRFTT?) 

0.8280 

6 (5i3i) 

0.0506 

1 

0.2203 

65 

0.2232 

66/2 

0.2808 

7i(«rFfr) ^ 

0.1971 

73 

0.1971 

72 

0.2336 

84/1 

0.7738 

84/2 J 


83 

0.0985 

90(FT.tTcTT) 

0.0146 

89/1,88/1,89/8 

0.5256 

96/1 

0.4562 

99(T7BT5) 

0.2263 

100 

0.2180 

101 

0.0116 

150(ft. ftfftt) 

0.0146 

159 

0 2774 

157 

0 0620 

156 (TTScB) 

0.0146 

155 

0 2555 

153/1 -a 

0 5183 

153/2 y 


153/3 J 


205(FT.WT) 

0 0584 

219/1 -a 

0 2190 

219/2 L 


219/3 J 



217 


0 2414 
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srnr ® op 

<8cf Ol<HSl-2 

Sl>iU5cI 

1 

gettin 

j 


aradt (fofjfr?....) 


7- 


(ot^icfl 


8 


^cimfopm 


218/1 , 

0.4453 

218/2 l 


218/3 J 


245/1 

0.4672 

245/2 l 


245/3 J 


247/1,247/2 

0.2518 

249 

0 5255 

40/1 (4?7?) 

0.1383 

39(^T. WIT?) 

0.0720 

38 

0.4104 

35/1 , 

0.7704 

35/2 J 


33 (pollen) 

0.0190 

16/1/2 

0.0947 

16/1/1 

0.2310 

15/2/5 

0.5288 

15/1 j 


14 (3scg,^tR3r.7T5g5) 

0.0224 

19/4 

0.1100 

12 

0.3981 

13(w^t) WI<? 

0.0030 

9/8 

0.1676 

9/7 

0.1355 

9/1 

0.4169 

10 

0.5040 

7/1 (WFlt) 

0 0291 

6 

0 5256 

84 

0 1480 

71 ( 36 cg.^tS 3 T. 2 l 5 cD) 

0 0395 

90/1,90/3 1 

90/2,90/4 / 

0 4680 

98 (Tf.oiicii) 

0.0176 

101 

0.1008 

116 (^.oUcff) 

0.0191 
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•> 

<41141 c£>l oil<tf 

7[cf oi<K4^ 

etWcf 

gcIcUfoRU (foITrtt...) 

117 

0.0983 

114 

0.4752 

119/1 

0.1296 

118 (a.onai) 

0.0270 

135,136/3,136/4 

0.6336 

128 

0.0140 

130 

0.8856 

220(71 WFTT?) 

0 0305 

219 

0.0103 

218/1 

0.2626 

19 

0.0415 

18/3 1 

0.2664 

18/4 J 


17 (S.ailcll) 

0.0196 

16/1 > 

0.2948 

16/2 


16/3 

> 

16/4 J 


22 (S.oIIc n) 

0.0246 

36 

0 2484 

35/2 * 'j 

0.6026 

35/2 w [ 


35/2 J 


39/1 

0 1161 

34 

0 1270 

27/1/2 (TiScb) 

0 0148 

29 

0 5128 

72(TMlcil) 

0 0331 

84 

0.0235 
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<4U«H 351 oHJ[ 

^_ 

offSR 

.. 

$mm gtt&n j 


197 

0.0225 

198/1 

0.3534 

201 

0.1008 

204/2 

0.0920 

210/4 

0.2409 

210/6 

0.1258 

194 

0.2088 

210 n 

0.0245 

210/1 

0.0677 

190/1 1 

0.0288 

190/2 J 


193 

0.0860 

189 

0.1368 

188 

0.1105 

187 

0.0912 

185 

0.1104 

183 

0.1460 

184/3 

0.0525 

177 (S.o« 

0.0236 

184/2 

0.0068 

178 

0.3312 

180 

0.0001 

179/1/1 (^T. 

0.1872 

64/1 

0.4103 

61/2 

0.0278 

64/2 

0.5714 

63 (3T. 3515115) 

0.0385 

60 

0.2289 

58/1 3 

0.4248 

58/2 J 


59GH.5tlcII) 

0.0962 

57(51.5ncn) 

0.0506 
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Jlcf oi<HSte 

S^5cT 

53 (71. craaflg) 

0.0097 

52 

0.1440 

40/2 

0.1951 

1/4 

0.1003 

1/1/1 (Tf. xRT'irg) 

0.0332 

i/i/2(tt. *mw) 

0.0684 

1 

0.0677 

180/3 

0.1720 

180/4 

0.1249 

180/5 

0.1253 

180/6 

0.1139 

554,552/2 

0.1826 

555 

0.1422 

552/1 (SLoUcTI) 

0.0133 

551 

0.1272 

548 

0.3492 

549 

0.0515 

545 

0.2190 

456(Tf.^TEf[) 

0.0176 

543 

0.1746 

542 (?TSc5) 

0 0394 

541/1/1 (^T. TJTFTTf?) 

0.2599 

486 

0.4047 

541/3/2/1 

0 0494 

494 

0.2412 

493/1 1 

493/2 / 

0 0505 

489/2 

489/3 l 

0 4099 

489/1/1/1/1 


488 

0.02 7 0 

104 

0 2164 

106/1/2 

0 0233 

105 

0 1087 

106/2 

0 0115 
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m mu 


JTcf ofa^rj 


(foT?cT5...) 


124 

120(^F?) 

123/3 

128-130 

126,127,129 

122 

66 (H.oncfl) 
65/2 
64 
65/1 

61/1/1/1/1 

61/1/1/1/2 

61/1/1/1/3 

61/1/1/2 

8 / 1/1 

10/2 

11 

12/2 

19 

20/8 

21 / 6/1 

21/1(71335) 

23 


0 0349 
0 0349- 
0 4118 
0 0155 
0 0310 
0 0572 
0.0572 
0 2564 
0.0457 
0.1942 
0.0621 
0.2000 
0.7925 


0.0167 
0.2782 
0.0699 
0.3456 
0.2952 
0 1126 
0.0186 
0 0248 
0 3807 
0.9090 
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3U<tf c£5{ 6flJ{ 

| ci<F3^ 

| | 


47(71. WFTTB) 


0.7488 

49/1 


0.0612 

53 (3S.onai) 


0.0252 

81/2 


0.0432 

82/1 

1 

0.3528 

82/2 

1 


82/3 

J 


80/1 

\ 

0.3240 

80/2 

J 


77/1 


0.5112 

77/2 

j 


70/1 3> 

1 

0.2636 

70/1 sr 


k 

70/2 

J 


75,74/2 


0.1728 

71/1/1 


0.0216 

TUctedl 

130 


0.0661 

92 (a.onai) 


0.0719 

123 


0.2013 

131/1 

1 0.2770 

131/2 

J 

f 


164/1,164/2,165/1,165/2 
163/1/1 CHMcIl) 
160/4 
160/5 

159 
161 

158/3 

160 
240/3 
240/4 
240/5 
240/2 


0.3600 

0.0540 

0.1764 

0.1241 

0.0504 

0.0432 

0.1406 

0.3600 


256/1 (TM lei i) 


0.0216 




[HFrn—^srng3(ii)3 : 3^13, 2002/%f 23, 1924 


= =-=-========= 

m oiw 


SlGtpci ] 

2-UcfkPcll (fobi'cR...) 

257 

0.0432 


258-259/1-259/6 

0.1224 


240/18 

0.1457 


240/9-240/17 

0.2016 


269 

0.1230 


240/1/16-268 

0.3148 


270/390 

0.3135 


240/1/5(71. wiis) 

0.3197 


[-CRT. ft. 3TTT-31015/24/2001-ftf 3TR-II] 
r./l^l 3T3T rifri* 


New Delhi, the 10th April, 2002 

S. 0.1265.— ;Whereas, by a notification of the Government of India in the 
Ministry of Petroleum and Natural Gas, number S.0.3310 dated the 6 th 
December 2001, issued under sub-section (1) of section 3 of the Petroleum and 
Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of Users in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 
1962), (hereinafter referred to as the said Act), published in the Gazette of 
India on the 8* December, 2001, the Central Government declared its 
intention to acquire the right of user in the land, specified in the Schedule 
appended t^Lthat notification for the purpose of laying pipeline for transport of 
Petroleum products through the Mumbai-Manmad Pipeline (Indore) in the 
State of Madhya Pradesh by the Bharat Petroleum Corporation Limited, 

And, whereas, the copies of the said Gazette notification were made available 
to the public on 30 th day of December 2001; 

And, whereas, the Competent Authority has under sub-section (1) of section, 6 
of the said Act, submitted his report to the Central Government; 

And whereas, the Central Government, after considering the said report is 
satisfied that the right of user in the land specified in the Schedule appended to 
this notification, should be acquired; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of 
section 6 of the said Act, submit* d report to the Central Government hereby 
declares that the right of user in <he said land specified in the Schedule is 
hereby acquired for laying the pipeline, 

And, further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (4) of section 
6 of the said Act, the Central Government directs that me right of user in the 
said lands shall instead of vesting in the Cent Government, vest on the date 
of the publication of this declaration, in the ;arat Petroleum Corporation 
Limited, free from all encumbrances. 
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SCHEDULE 

2 


TEHSIL: RAJPUR 

DISTRICT: BADWANI 

STATE: MADHYA PRADESH 

|NAME OF VILLAGE 

SURVEY NO. 

AREA IN HECTARE 

1. KHAJURI 

424/1,424/2 (GL) 

0.2270 


422(GCT) 

0.0108 


427 

0.4680 


396/1 T 

0.2952 


396/2 \ 

- 


396/3 J 



428/1 

0.0209 


395 

0.1600 


399 

0.2508 


429(GCT) 

0.0216 


390/1 

0.2380 


391 

0.2808 


389 (G.DRAIN) 

0.0508 


387/1 (GL) 

0.0288 

2. RELWAKHURD 

75/8 

0.1236 


75/10 

0.0104 


75/tl 

0.2819 


75/12 

0.0005 


75/3 

0.1235 


75/2,74/8 

0.0033 


76(GL) 

0.1720 


77/2 

0.0839 


77/1 

0.1584 


42/12 

0.0349 


42/1 

0.3242 


78 (G.DRAIN) 

0.0171 


80/4 

0.0636 


80/3 

0.1631 


80/2 

0.1451 


80/1 

0.1904 


82 

0.2213 


27/1/1 (GL) 

0.0104 


27/1//1/2(GL) 

0.1250 


27/1/1/1 

0.3574 


75/8 

0 0220 
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NAME OF VILLAGE 


RELWAKHURD (Cont'd) 


3. JETHAN 


4. LINGAWA 


5. BAKWADI 

6. BASVI 


SURVEY NO. I 

AREA IN HECTARE 

72 (G.DRAIN) 

0.0248 

70/1 

0.4444 

69/2 

0.0619 

63/6 

0.2072 

63/4 

0.1856 

62/1 

0.3783 

62/2 

0.0280 

61/1/2, 61/2 (GL) 

0.1890 

1 (River) 

0.1800 

3 

0 0659 

4(G.DRAIN) 

0.C34C, 

5 

0.2300 

54/1 •) 

0.5904 

54/2 


54/3 J 


55/1 

0.0540 

56/1 

0.1768 

56/2 

0.0658 

57 

0.6840 

94/1 (G. DRAIN) 

0.0329 

100 

0.0527 

101 

0.0623 

99/2 

0.3728 

99/3 

0.1266 

99/1 

0.1764 

96 

0.3630 

93 (WBM Road) 

0.0324 

122/1 

0.2000 

122/2 

0.0300 

123/2 

0.0500 

121 (GL) 

0.8280 

6 (River) 

0.0506 

1 

0.2203 

65 

0.2232 

66/2 

0.2808 

71(PAHAD) 

0 1971 

73 

0.1971 

72 

0 2336 
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NAME OF VILLAGE SURVEY NO. AREA IN HECTARE 


BASVI (Cont'd) 


7. NIHALI 


84/1 

i 0.7738 

84/2 

r 

83 

0.0985 

90(G. DRAIN) 

0.0146 

89/1,88/1,89/8 

0.5256 

96/1 

0.4562 

99(PAHAD) 

0.2263 

100 

0.2180 

101 

0.0116 

15Q(GCT) 

0.0146 

159 

0.2774 

157 

0.0620 

156(Road) 

0.0146 

155 

0.2555 . 

153/1 1 

153/2 

153/3 J 

0.5183 

205(G.ORAIN) 

0.0584 

219/1 

219/2 

219/3 

| 0.2190 

217 

0.2414 

218/1 O 

0.4453 

218/2 

218/3 J 

245/1 o 

245/2 

245/3 -J 

>- 

0 4672 

>- 

247/1,247/2 

0.2518 

249 

0.5255 

40/1 (PAHAD) 

0.1383 

39(GL) 

0.0720 

38 

0.4104 

35/1 ~i 0 7704 

35/2 

33 (G.DRAIN) 

0.0190 

16/1/2 

0.0947 

16/1/1 

0.2310 

15/2/5 

1 0.5288 

15/1 

J 

14(WBM Road) 

0.0224 
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NAME OF VILLAGE SURVEY NO. 

AREA IN HECTARE 

NIHALi (Cont'd) 19/4 

0.1100 

12 

0.3981 

13(PAHAD) 

0.0030 

9/8 

0.1676 

9/7 

0.1355 

9/1 

0.4169 

10 

0.5040 

7/1(HILL) 

0.0291 

6 

0.5256 

8. JULWAlMlYA 84 

0.1480 

71 (W8M Road) 

0.0395 

90/1,90/3 

1 0.4680 

90/2,90/4 

J 

98(G.DRAIN) 

0.0176 

101 

0.1008 

116 (G.DRAIN) 

0.0191 

117 

0.0983 

114 

0.4752 

119/1 

0.1296 

118 (G. DRAIN) 

0.0270 

135,136/3,136/4 

0.6336 

128 

0.0140 

130 

0.8856 

22Q(GL) 

0.0305 

219 

0.0103 

218/1 

0.2626 

19 

0.0415 

18/3 

1 0.2664 

18/4 j 

r 

17 (G.DRAIN) 

0.0196 

16/1 1 

0.2948 

16/2 


16/3 


16/4 J 


22 (G.DRAIN) 

0.0246 

36 

0.2484 

35/2 K } 

0.6026 

35/2 KH f 


35/2 G J 



1072 G1/2002—14 
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NAME OF VILLAGE 

SURVEY NO. 

AREA IN HECTARE J 

JU'.WANIYA (Cont’d) 

39/1 

0 1161 


34 

0 1270 


27/1/2 (Road) 

0 0148 


29 

0.5128 


72(G.DRAIN) 

0 0331 


84 

0.0235 

9. DEVLA 

197 

0 0225 


198/1 

0 3534 


201 

0 1008 


204/2 

0 0920 


210/4 

0 2409 


210/6 

0 1258 


194 

0 2088 


210/7 

0 0245 


210/1 

0.0677 


190/1 

1 0.0288 


190/2 

r 


193 

0.0860 


189 

0.1368 


188 

0.1105 


187 

0.0912 


185 

0.1104 


183 

0.1460 


184/3 

0 0525 


177 (G.DRAIN) 

0 0236 


184/2 

0.0068 


178 

0.3312 


180 

0.0001 


179/1/1 (GL) 

0.1872 


64/1 

0 4103 


61/2 

0 0278 


64/2 

0 5714 


63 (GL) 

0 0385 


60 

0 2289 


58/1 

| 0 4243 


58/2 

r 


59(G. DRAIN) 

0 0962 
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NAME OF VILLAGE 


DEVLA (Cont'd) 


10. SANGVI 


11. PANAWA 


12. BALSAMUND 


SURVEY NO. 

AREA IN HECTARE 

57(G. DRAIN) 

0.0506 

53 (GL) 

0.0097 

52 

0.1440 

40/2 

0.1951 

1/4 

0.1003 

1/1/1 (GL) 

0.0332 

1/1/2(GL) 

0.0684 

1 

0.0677 

180/3 

0.1720 

180/4 

0.1249 

180/5 

0.1253 

180/6 

0.1139 

554,552/2 

0.1826 

555 

0.1422 

552/1 (G.DRAIN 

1) 0.0133 

551 

0.1272 

548 

0.3492 

549 

0.0515 

545 

0.2190 

456{G.DRAIN) 

0.0176 

543 

0.1746 

542 (Road) 

0.0394 

541/1/1(GL) 

0.2599 

486 

0.4047 

541/3/2/1 

0.0494 

494 

0.2412 

493/1 n 

0.0506 

493/2 J 


489/2 " 

1 0.4099 

489/3 

[ 

489/1/1/1/1 - 

1 

488 

0.0270 

104 

0.2164 

106/1/2 

0.0233 

105 

0.1087 

106/2 

0 0116 

107 

0.0349 

131 

0.034S 

124 

0.4118 

l20(Canai) 

0.0155 

123/3 

0 0310 
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NAME OF VILLAGE 


BALSAMUND (Confd) 


13. MATMUR 


SURVEY NO. 


128-130 

126,127,129 

122 

66 (G. DRAIN) 
65/2 
64 
65/1 

61/1/1/1/1 

61/1/1/1/2 

61/1/1/1/3 

61/1/1/2 

8 / 1/1 

10/2 

11 

12/2 

19 

20/8 

21/6/1 

21/1 (Road) 
23 
22/1 
22/2 
22/3 
22/4 
22/5 
47(GL) 
49/1 

53 (G.DRAIN) 
81/2 
82/1 
82/2 
82/3 
80/1 
80/2 
77/1 
77/2 
70/1 K 
70/1 KH 
70/2 
75,74/2 
71/1/1 


AREA IN HECTARE 


0.0572 
0.0572 
0.2564 
0.0457 
0.1942 
0.0621 
0.2000 
0 7925 


0.0167 

0.2782 

0.0699 

0.3456 

0.2952 

0.1126 

0.0186 

0.0248 

0.3807 

0.9090 


0.7488 
0.0612 
0.0252 
0.0432 
0 3528 


0 3240 


0 5112 


0.2636 


0 1728 
0 0216 
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NAME OF VILLAGE 

SURVEY NO. 



AREA IN HECTARE 

14. SALIKALA 

130 



0.0661 


92 (G.DRAIN) 



0.0719 


123 



0.2013 


131/1 


*\ 

1- 

J 

0.2770 


131/2 




164/1,164/2,165/1,165/2 



0.3600 


163/1/1(G.DRAIN) 



0.0540 


160/4 

1 


0.1764 


160/5 

J 




159 



0.1241 


161 



0.0504 


158/3 



0.0432 


160 



0.1406 


240/3 

■> 


0.3600 


240/4 


* 



240/5 




240/2 

J 




256/1 (G. DRAIN) 



0.0216 


257 



0.0432 


258-259/1-259/6 



0.1224 


240/18 



0.1457 


240/9-240/17 



0.2016 


269 



0.1230 


240/1/16-268 



0.3148 


270/390 



0.3135 


240/1/5(GL) 



0.3197 


IF. No. R-31015/24/2001-OR-II] 
HAR1SH KUMAR. Under Secy. . 


10 3%T, 2002 

gjT. 33T. 1266.— %^ET HWK, 3% tn^WT^T 3 WfFl & 3ff%>R cf>T 3F%] SlftPlilH, 

1962 [1962 CFT 50] cf>t £|RI 2 % W5 [cf>] % SrjflY&T cfRfccfj ^RcfF7 ^ cfF%cf> PRlR#|c|5 FlcfT ^ cf>Plk5 
^cFFTFT 3rfecf%t, sft %. 3TJ% ’JcFT %, cfRffccp "TFHf cjft ’TFJIT &%!I 3ff%3|ftc1l % sftcTC, 

WToTI^T mRaiIvjHI ^ WT 3 ; ?m Wlf2)cf>|>fl % cf^ % % fcRJ 

21? ari^FTT 4TRcT & ^tfcRPT 3% HFffctcF %T ™ cf>1 srf^FTT Ff. cfF.3n.1627 cTT^W 

19 FJcfli 2000 3% cfF.3TT. 559 cTT^ 16 FTzf, 2001 % 3rftra% TRcft 11 

[%. F. 31K-31015/34/97-3l1 -3TR—II] 
TfrfTfiFK, 31^nf% 
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New Delhi, the 10th April, 2002 

s.o. 1266 .—In pursuance of clause (a) of section 2 of the Petroleum and 
Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 
1962), the Central Government hereby authorises Shri Anand Moolya, 
Karnataka Administrative Service, Junior Scale Officer, Government of 
Karnataka to perform the functions of the competent authority in respect of 
Mangalore-Bangalore Pipeline Project of Petronet MHB Limited within the 
territorial jurisdiction of State of Karnataka. This supercedes the 
notifications of the Government of India in the Ministry of Petroleum and 
Natural Gas number S.O. 1627 dated the 19th July, 2000 and S.O. 559 
dated the 16th March, 2001. 


[F. No. R-31015/34/97-OR-n] 
HARISH KUMAR, Under Secy 


ii 3=rt?r, 2002 

cKT.OT. 1267.—teffa TRcER $ 3?R ?3fte 4 wfFT 

after? <ET 3 TjN) arteRPT 1962 (1962 cf5T 50) (fSRf ^te TTcflcT aitem 
cEFT TRTT %) £fRT 3 OTTRT (l) cfc atef aiRt eft M *»TRcT TRcER cfr afR 

te mrm c£t ad^rgxHT mste *et. arc. 3311 , 06 tern, 2001 irt m 

arf^pgmr % wr arg^fr % tefte ^ mrc h w*WT 

(^R) $ mzm ^ferrc ^urrrt £ rcftcm $ te *irct ^rferm iErmrm Totes? 
Srt teuT 5iteT cfr te? arfspER m arm cE am arcm cet 

RP3FTC <£t sJt; 

afR mm artejmT nfcRTT mcTT cR uRR? 30 tern, 2001 cR mro ee?t ft 
^ «ff ; 

afR w rrcteRt % 73 m artern eft strt 6 vJMtiKir (i)^ar^m 4 treer 
eft anufr Rte % Rr t; 

afR cftte tr<er w mr ftte rc? ter? cE?ft ^ wencr ^ mim w t % f?r 
arf^gmT % ^m«i«€i ar^4) te?te ^ ^ arteR m arm ten mrr 

ar?f: arc gR£Pr trcet? mvf artem eft ern?T 6 g?r wrc?r ( 1 ) §rt smrc Titetr m mRr 
ce?^ tercT cet# t fcE m^dim terft te ’ 3 terte % wrrrc m 

after? -arte ten Karfrr t— 

afR cftte ?rcet?, mrr arterm eft sirt 6 # wtrt ( 4 ) st?t rmr ^itefr ^et mRr 
cE?£ ^ teTT t 1% mvT mte W afji^ER, RteTT cE y<ERR cj^ 

TR^ER f^fflcT te ^1 mTR, ^ me! 

cekmI^r fortes 3 Piteci ter i 




viiracft 


161 

160 

162/1 (^FT. tKIMIs) 
162/2 
162/3/1 
162/3/2 
159/1 
159/2 
155/1 
155/1/1 
155/1/2 
155/1/3 
155/1/4 
155/2 
153/1 
153/2 
153/3 
153/4 
153/5 

150 (H.oflcII) 
133 
136 
137/1 
137/2 
135 


0.1296 

0.2890 

0.0252 


0.0576 

0.2798 


0.7524 


0.0216 

0.4172 

0.0843 

0.0576 


0.1944 
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SRT 3PI crffil 


M 5ERSR 





112 

0.3240 

111/1 1 

1 0.1080 

111/2 J 

1 

85 

0.2268 

84 

0.1116 

96 

0.2592 

87/1 ] 

0.0216 

87/2 j 


88/1 1 

1 0.1368 

88/3 J 

1 

35 

0.3672 

32/3 

0.0144 
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®i mu 

ri V _ _ 

I 





olUiefl (fStirii...) 

34 



0.1224 

28 



0.6214 

27 



0.1908 

26 



0.1260 

24fa7TToTT) 



0.0180 

20 



0.4536 

18/1,18/2,18/9 

“S 


0.3842 

18/3,18/4 




18/5 


y 


18/8 




18/6,18/10 




18/7 

> 




36/1 



0.5205 

36/2 




36/3 




36/4 




36/5 


\ 


36/6 




36 (7 




36/8 




36/9 

J 



35(q?r?) 



0.0466 

3. axUciGi 

86/346 (3^21 flpf) 



0.0652 

88 



0.1152 

86/3 



0.3456 

86/4 



0.1257 

A. ORiil 

23 



0.1728 

46 



0.0216 

44/1 


i 

0.0936 

44/2 

- 

1 



1072 GI/2002—15 
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(foimj....) 




26/1 

26/2 

26/3 

26/4 

26/5 

26/6 

26/7 

30/2 (£1335) 


30/4 

30/5 


30/8 
31/1 
31/2 
31/3 
31/4 
31/5 
77/1 
77/2 
77/3 
76 
72 
74/7 
74/6 
74/5 
74/3 
74/4 
59 (old!) 

58 fa. tRFW) 


er>TOBcT 


0.5076 


0.0159 

0.2329 


0.8608 


0.3060 


0.2160 
0.4392 
0.0504 
0.0394 
0.0394 
0.2385 
0.0386 
0.1440 
0 1008 
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&I<H c£>I ciI<H 


■M3 Ol<Hd-J 




(ioRfK....) 


^rfoisn 


56 

l8(*RTcrr) 

17/2 

19 GHS^) a. irmi 
21/1 
21 / 2/1 
21 / 2/2 
21/2/3 
21/2/4 
21/2/5 
21 / 2/6 
21/3/1 
21/3/2 
21/3/3 
21/4 
21/5 
21/6 
21/7 

44 On. t^FTT?) 

47 

46 (H.oucii) 
39/1/1 
39/1/2 
39/2 


A 


0.2988 

0.0890 

0.0692 

0.0216 

0.7056 


0.3365 

0.0936 

0.0288 

0.3384 


38 (21 5R?n) 
37/1 
37/2 
37/3 
37/4 
37/5 
37/6 




> 


9 


0.0144 

0.2592 



3594 THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: APRIL 13,2002?£HAITRA 23,1924 [Part II—Sec. 3(ii)] 



33 0.5832 

12 0.0360 

14 0.4600 


5 


0.1296 


4/1 

4/2 


0.3453 


3 

oiacFja 132 fa. *RFTT?) 

131/1 


0.6912 

0.4392 

0.1656 


140,136/1 0.3528 

139 (21 0.0288 

138/2 (21335) 0.0360 

138/1 0.0216 

183fa. 7R?n) 0.0216 

182 0.0648 

176/1 fa. xRPTI?) 0.0382 

181 0.0380 

175/1 0.3528 

148/3fa.TFFcTT) 0.0381 

148/2 0.5472 

146 fa?4>) 0.0354 

147 0.2628 


53/1 

53/2 

53/3 

53/4 

53/5 

53/6 


0.4824 


56(21. oCcn) 


0.0360 
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3E3I c£5I oiWi 


oUS? 




oiacnja (6ncn„.) 


7 


v^ciculoieu 


57 

0.2088 

58 

0.0036 

61/1 fa. *NHirg) 

0.2741 

60 (X3&) 

0.0216 

2/1/5 

0.4284 

2/1/1,1/2/4,1/2/2,1/2/5 

0.0037 

2/1/10,29/2/2 

0.0396 

2/1/11 

0.2160 

2/1/3,1/2/3 

0.1260 

2/1/2 

0.0072 

3 

0.0902 

4 fa. 'tlWI't?) 

0.0196 

5 

0.0360 

6fa. ^RTW) 

0.0471 

8,7 

0 0504 

9 fa. *rerr) 

j278 

10/1 

0.1656 

13 

0.0911 

14/1 

1 0.2304 

14/2 

I 

218/1 -i 

0.2520 

218/2 J 


199/1 

i 0.0216 

199/2 J 

r 

" 200/1 ] 

0.1892 

200/2 


200/3 


200/4 


201/1 ] 

0.0396 

201/2 


201/3 


201/4,201/6 ^ 
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411 <n <t>i om 


Jl3 OfWJ 




^craiforai (fon?n....) 


8 


3FSoI5tta 


192/1 

192/2 

192/3 

192/4 

0.6644 

202(7T.TTcTr) 

0.0318 

193 

0.3384 

194 (Soften) 

0.1080 

195/1 > 

0.0126 

195/2 


195/3 

1 

1 85(TTTTTcTT> 

0.0432 

159/1 ^ 

0.5688 

159/2 J 

' 

144/1 

\ 0 4356 

144/2 

r 

143/1/1/1 1 

0.3780 

143/1/1/2 

► 

143/1/1 

143/1/2 


62/1/1/1/1/1/1/2 

0.3936 

55/2/1/1/1/2*18062/3 

0.3816 

54/1 

0.1692 

13-55 

0.1551 
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SRI ©[ (HRI 


S3 6R3R 


3<t&R 


13-55(^3?) 

0.0307 

14-52/2/1/1/2 

0.5154 

14-52/2/1/1/2 

0.0194 

103 

0.6902 

100 

0.6220 

99/1 

0.0625 

83/1 (liwfl) 

0.0521 

77/2,77/3cietl 81/2,82/1 

0.2568 

81/1/2 

0.1674 

81 

0.0263 

81/2 (S3©) 

0.0073 

77/1/1/4,79/2-80 

0.2292 

62/1/1/1/1/1/1/2,62/4 3 

0.1337 

cT8iT 62/3,53/3,53/2,?raiT 


52/2/1/1/1/2 


79/1,62/1/6 

0.0623 

62 

0.0576 

64 

0.6977 

65(^.^TcTT) 

0.0192 

55/1 1 

0.1671 

55/2 


55/3 


55/4 

> 

55/5 


55/6 


55/7 


54(S.oilcu) 

0.0180 

53 

0.1247 

52/1 

I 0.0636 

52/2 


52/3 

) 

41 

0.0755 


JTJ&Pifa (fofjrR...) 


3IR[®Rn 
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5irR ona efatcci 


SERlIoRn (fotirR....) 66(33. 3E?H) 0.2160 

67 0.1094 

19 0.3888 

18/1 0.0114 

18/2 0.0077 

17/3 0.1206 

17/2 0.1135 

17/1 0.0453 

16/1/1 0.0624 

15/2 0.0106 

15/3 0.1728 

15/1 0.0863 

1/8 0.0690 

1/5,2 0.1506 

1/7 (J3S®) 0.1031 

1/4 0.3213 

1/2 0.2795 

150 0.3982 

149/1/1/1 (a. ^RTMIS) 0.4824 

146 0.3876 

145/2 0.0383 

139/1 1 0.0040 

139/2 J 

137 (a.oncii) 0.0153 

114/1/1 \ 0.1611 

114/1/2 J 

113 0.0858 

112 0.0564 

111/1/1 "'j 0.2316 

111/1/3,111/2 
111/3,111/5 | 

111/4 
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3Tcf 0fWR 




10. 163 (3335) 

0.0120 

136/10 

0.1884 

136/9 

0.0612 

136/8 

0.0612 

136/6,7 

0.1080 

132/1 

S ‘ 0.3528 

132/2 


132/3 

1 

129 (3T.oncii) 

0.0288 

105 

0.1512 

106 

0.0288 

107 

0.2376 

95/1 

> 

0.2808 

95/2 

* 


94/3 

0.2016 

110 

0.0612 

93/3 

0.2520 

92/1 

0.2448 

92/2 

0.1860 

89/4 

0.0864 

90 

0.6696 

65/1/1 , 

0.0504 

65/1/2 


65/2 



65/3 J 

1 

64 

0.2016 

161/26 

0.2196 

161/27,28 

0.1492 

161/32/1 

0.0864 

161/33 

0.3240 

164/170/1,2 

0.5256 

iL om^m 169/234 

0.2520 

169/236 

0.1116 

169/237/1 

0.0732 

t2- ^ficldoi 12 

0.0216 

14 

0.0972 

15 

0.2016 

11/1 

0.0216 

11/2 

0.1440 

16/1 i 

i 0.7668 

16/2 


16/3 

I 

-----44/J_ 

0.0030 
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351 oiUi 






sferaol (foRFR...) 


flicraoi 


19 (a. sari) 
20/1 
20/2 
20/3 
21/1 
21/2 
21/3 
40 
39/1 
39/2 
39/5 

43 CH.oiidl) 
51/1 
52/1 

52/2 

49/4 

53 

54/1 

54/2 

68 

67 

61/1/1 

61/2 

61/3 

61/4 

65/1 

65/2 

251 (TI.oGcn) 
252 

256,255 
258 

259 (H.oiicii) 
260/2 
260/1 

261 (H.oUcii) 
262/1 
135/2 
135/3 
133/1 
133/2 
133/3 


.0216 
0.3852 


0.1476 


0.1224 

0.0635 

0.3193 

0.0783 

0.0122 

0.4430 

0.3672 

0.0756 

0.0911 

0.1269 

0.0710 

0.0746 

0.0432 

0.2651 

0.2088 

0.0137 

0.0637 

0.2242 

0.0477 

0.4129 

0.0296 

0.0229 

0.0177 

0.2069 

0.1060 

0.0175 

0.3356 

0.4140 

0.3348 
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am m am 


flEigoI ({ol-icR...) 


oCTOZ 


132 caoncn) 
307/2 
307/3 
308(3a.^fTcrr) 
309/3 
309/2 
310(a.oncn) 

300/3 

299 

297(H. gf?T 3HSI^) 
296/1 
296/2 
296/3 
296/4 
296/5 
295(21 oiicil) 
292 
291 

290 (Z 1 .oliclI) 

288/6 

288/7 

275(&.oIIcn) 

95 

97 ('H.'TTcTr) 
98/1 
98/2 
98/3 

99 

100 
91 

90/1 

90/2 

89 

110GH.oucil) 
139 
138 

137 (Jloucii) 
136/1,2 




0.0180 

0.3546 


0.0648 

0.2736 

0.0072 

0.0432 

0.4680 

0.2880 

0.0334 

0.2195 


0.0357 
0.5544 
0.5436 
0.0216 
0 4482 

0.0216 

0.1440 

0.0648 

0.2136 


0.1836 

0.0180 

0.1944 

0.5256 


0.1440 

0.0180 

0.1872 

0.3240 

0.0108 

0.4284 


[m U 3TR-31015/26/2001-311-3TR-II ] 

3m 
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New Delhi, the 11th April, 2002 


S. 0.1267.— Whereas, by a notification of the Government of India in the 
Ministry' of Petroleum and Natural Gas, number S O 3311 dated the 6 th 
December 2001, issued under sub-section (1) of section 3 of the Petroleum and 
Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of Users in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 
1962), (hereinafter referred to as the said Act), the Central Government 
declared its intention to acquire the right of user in the land, specified in the 
Schedule appended in that notification for the purpose of laying pipeline for 
transport of petroleum products through the Mumbai-Manmad Pipeline 
(Indore) in the State of Madhya Pradesh by the Bharat Petroleum Corporation 
Limited; 

And, whereas, the copies of the said Gazette notification were made available 
to the public on 30 th day of December 2001; 

And, whereas, the Competent Authority has under sub-section (1) of section^ 
of the said Act, submitted his report to the Central Government; 

And whereas, the Central Government, after considering the said report is 
satisfied that the right of user in the land specified in the Schedule appended to 
this notification, should be acquired; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of 
section 6 of the said Act, the Central Government hereby declares that the 
right of user in the said land specified in the Schedule is hereby acquired for 
laying the pipeline. 

And, further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (4) of section 
6 of the said Act, the Central Government directs that the right of user in the 
said lands shall instead of vesting in the Central Government, vest on the date 
of the publication of this declaration, in the Bharat Petroleum Corporation 
Limited, free from all encumbrances. 



[Vrn—-^3(u)] 


W 'SfiT WR : 13, 2002/% 23, 1924 

SCHEDULE 
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TEHSIL: SENDHWA 


NAME OF VILLAGE 


1. JAMLI 


DISTRICT: BADWANI 


SURVEY NO. 


161 

160 

162/1(GL) 

162/2 

162/3/1 

162/3/2 

159/1 

159/2 

155/1 

155/1/1 

155/1/2 

155/1/3 

155/1/4 

155/2 

153/1 

153/2 

153/3 

153/4 

153/5 

150 (G.DRAIN) 
133 
136 
137/1 
137/2 
135 
134/1 
134/2 
121 
117/1 
117/2 


STATE: MADHYA PRADESH 


AREA IN HECTARE 


0.1296 
0.2890 
I 0.0252 


0.0576 


0.2798 


0.7524 


0.0216 

0.4172 

0.0843 

0.0576 

0.1944 

0.1296 

0.4536 

0.2304 
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■ v 

■ . ----- „ 

(name of village survey no: 

AREA IN HECTARE j 

JAMLI (Cont’d) 115 

0.1224 

116 

0.2376 

106/1 1 

0.0180 

106/2 J 


65 (G.DRAIN) 

0.0288 

109/1/1 

0.2124 

109/1/2 


109/1/3 



> 

109/1/4 


109/2 

; 

109/3 

) 

112 

0.3240 

111/1 1 

0.1080 

111/2 J 

: 

85 

0.2268 

84 

0.1116 

96 

0.2592 

87/1 ] 

0.0216 

> 

87/2 J 

1 

88/1 ] 

0,1368 

88/3 J 

1 

35 

0.3672 

32/3 

0.0144 

34 

0.1224 

28 

0.6214 

27 

0.1908 

26 

0.1260 

24(G.DRAIN) 

0.0180 

20 

0.4536 





[ 4 fl T T n—3(ii) ] 


MRU WT5T: 13, 2002/^T 23, 1924 


NAME OF VILLAGE 


JAMLI (Cont'd) 


SURVEY NO. 


18/1,18/2,18/9 

18/3,18/4 

18/5 

18/8 

18/6,18/10 

18/7 


2. MADHGAON 


3. KALALDA 


4. VAKI 


35(PAHAD) 

86/346 (National Highway) 
88 
86/3 
86/4 
23 
46 
44/1 
44/2 
26/1 
26/2 
26/3 
26/4 
26/5 
26/6 
26 (7 

30/2 (Road) 

30/1 

30/3 


AREA IN HECTARE 


0.3842 


0.5205 


0.0466 

0.0652 

0.1152 

0.3456 

0.1257 

0.1728 

0.0216 

0.0936 

0.5076 


0.0159 

0.2329 
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NAME OF VILLAGE 


VAKI (Cont'd) 


SURVEY NO. 


30/4 


AREA IN HECTARE 


From Previous Page 


0.8608 


77/2 

77/3 

76 

72 

74/7 

74/6 

74/5 

' 74/3 
74/4 

59 (River) 
58(GL) 

56 

18(G. DRAIN) 
17/2 

19 (GCT) 
21/1 
21 / 2/1 
21/2/2 
21/2/3 
21/2/4 
21/2/5 
21/2/6 
21/3/1 


0.3060 


0.2160 

0.4392 

0.0504 

0.0394 

0.0394 

0.2385 

0.0386 

0.1440 

0.1008 

0.2988 

0.0890 

0.0692 

0.0216 

0.7056 






- [ ^TFTII—7I^3(ii)] 


: -31% 13, 2002/% 23, 1924 
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NAME OF VILLAGE 


VAKI (Cont'd) 


5. BANIHAR 


6. NAVALPURA 


SURVEY NO. 


21/3/2 

21/3/3 

21/4 

21/5 

21/6 

21/7 

44(GL) 

47 

46 (G.DRAIN) 
39/1/1 
39/1/2 
39/2 

38 (GCT) 
37/1 
37/2 
37/3 
37/4 
37/5 
37/6 
37/7 
37/8 
37/9 
33 
12 
14 
5 

4/1 

4/2 

3 

i32(GL) 
131/1 
140,136/1 
139 (GCT) 
138/2 (Road 


AREA IN HECTARE 


From Previous Page 


0.3365 

0.0936 

0.0288 

0.3384 


0.0144 

0.2592 


0.5832 

0.0360 

0.4600 

0.1296 

0.3453 

0.6912 

0.4392 

0.1656 

0.3528 

0.0288 

0.0360 



1072 GI/2002—17 








[Part II— Sec. 3(ii)] 


3608 THE GAZETTE OF INDIA APRIL 13,2002/CHAITRA 23,1924 

SURVEY NO. 


NAVALPURA (Cont'd) 138/1 0.0216 

i83(GCT) 0.0216 

182 0.0648 

176/1(GL) 0.0382 

181 0.0380 

175/1 0.3528 

148/3(GCT) 0.0381 

148/2 0.5472 

146 (Road) 0.0354 

147 0.2628 

53/1 0.4824 


53/2 

53/3 

53/4 

53/5 

53/6 


56(G.DRAIN) 

0.0360 

57 

0.2088 

58 

0.0036 

61/1(GL) 

0.2741 

60 (Road)) 

0.0216 

2/1/5 

0.4284 

2/1/1,1/2/4,1/2/2,1/2/5 

0.0037 

2/1/10,29/2/2 

0.0396 

2/1/11 

0.2160 

2/1/3,1/2/3 

0.1260 

2/1/2 

0.0072 

3 

0.0902 

4(GL) 

0.0196 

5 

0.0360 

6(GL) 

0.0471 

8,7 

0.0504 

. 9(GCT) 

0.0278 


AREA IN HECTARE 


NAME OF VILLAGE 






[ ^THTII—73^3(ii)] 


^rro^TTi^m: srtcr 13 , 2002 /% 23 ,1924 
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NAME OF VILLAGE 


NAVALPURA (Cont'd) 


7. JULWANIYA 


SURVEY NO. 


10/1 


14/2 
218/1 
218/2 
199/1 
199/2 
200/1 
200/2 
200/3 
200/4 
201/1 
201/2 
201/3 

201/4,201/6 

192/1 

192/2 

192/3 

192/4 

202 (G.DRAIN) 
193 

194 (G.DRAIN) 
195/1 
195/2 
'195/3 

185(G.DRAIN) 
159/1 
159/2 
144/1 
144/2 
143/1/1/1 
143/1/1/2 
143/1/1 
143/1/2 


AREA IN HECTARE 


0.1656 

0.0911 

0.2304 

0.2520 

0.0216 • 


0 1892 


0 0396 


0.6644 


0.0318 

0.3384 

0.1080 

0.0126 


0.0432 

0.5688 


0.4356 


0.3780 
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NAME OF VILLAGE 
8. ANJANGAON 


SURVEY NO. 
62/1/1/1/1/1/1/2 
55/2/1/1/1/2 & 62/3 
54/1 
13-55 



13- 55 (Canal) 

14- 52/2/1/1/2 
14-52/2/1/1/2 

103 

100 

99/1 

83/1 (PANCHAYAT LAND) 
77/2,77/3 & 81/2,82/1 
81/1/2 
81 

81/2 (Road) 
77/1/1/4,79/2-80 
62/1/1/1/1/1/1/2,62/4 
& 62/3,53/3,53/2, & 
52/2/1/1/1/2 
79/1,62/1/6 
62 
64 


65(G. DRAIN) 


AREA IN HECTARE 
0.3936 
0.3816 
0.1692 
0.1551 
0.0307 
0.5154 
0.0194 
0.6902 
0.6220 
0.0625 
0.0521 
0.2568 
0.1674 
0.0263 
0.0073 
0.2292 
0.1337 


0.0623 

0.0576 

0.6977 

0.0192 


9. BHAMNIYA 






[Will—'*sPJ53(ii)] 


W^T TT5m : 13, 2002/% 23, 1924 
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' 

NAME OF VILLAGE 

SURVEY NO. | 

AREA IN HECTARE 

BHAMNJYA (Cont’d) 

55/1 1 

0.1671 

55/2 


55/3 


55/4 

► 

55/5 


55/6 


55/7 J 


54(G.DRAIN) 

0 0180 

53 

0 1247 

52/1 

0 0636 

52/2 

V 

52/3 

/ 

41 

0 0755 

66(GCT) 

0 2160 

67 

0 1094 

19 

0.3888 

18/1 

0.0114 

18/2 

0.0077 

17/3 

0.1206 

17/2 

0.1135 

17/1 

0.0453 

16/1/1 

0.0624 

15/2 

0.0106 

15/3 

0.1728 

15/1 

0.0863 

1/8 

0.0690 

1/5,2 

0.1506 

1/7(R0AD) 

0.1031 

1/4 

0.3213 . 

1/2 

0.2795 

150 

0.3982 

149/1/I/I (GL) 

0.4824 

146 

0.3876 

145/2 

0.0383 
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NAME OF VILLAGE SURVEY NO. 

AREA IN HECTARE 

BHAMNIYA (Confd) 139/1 1 

0.0040 

139/2 J 

- 

137(G.DRAIN) 

0.0153 

114/1/1 ; 

0.1611 

114/1/2 J 


113 

0.0858 

112 

0.0564 

111/1/1 3 

0.2316 

111/1/3,111/2 

► 

111/3,111/5 


111/4 J 


10. SHAHPURA 163 (Road) 

0.0120 

136/10 

0.1884 

136/9 

0.0612 

136/8 

0.0612 

136/6,7 

0.1080 

132/1 

1 0.3528 

132/2 


132/3 

) 

129 (G.DRAIN) 

0.0288 

105 

0.1512 

106 

0.0288 

107 

0.2376 

95/1 

ll 0.2808 

95/2 

Jl 

94/3 

0.2016 

110 

0.0612 

93/3 

0.2520 

92/1 

0.2448 

92/2 

0.1860 

89/4 

0.0864 

90 

0.6696 








[ 'iTFT II—3(ii) ] 


: 31% 13, 2002/% 23, 1924 
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NAME OF VILLAGE 


SHAHPURA (Confc'd) 


SURVEY NO. 


65/1/1 

65/1/2 

65/2 

65/3 

64 

161/26 

161/27,28 

161/32/1 



AREA IN HECTARE 
0.0504 


0.2016 

0.2196 

0.1492 

0.0864 

0.3240 

0.5256 

0.2520 

0.1116 

0.0732 

0.0216 

0.0972 

0.2016 

0.0216 

0.1440 

0.7668 


0.0030 

0.0216 

0.3852 


0.1476 


0.1224 

0.0635 

0.3193 

0.0783 
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mME c 

SQLVfi 




SURVEY NO. 


AREA IN HEC1 

43(G.DRAIN) 


0.0122 

51/1 


0.4430 

52/1 

\ 

0.3672 

52/2 

J 


49/4 


0.0756 

53 


0.0911 

54/1 

l 

0.1269 

54/2 

J 


68 


0.0710 

67 


0.0746 

61/1/1 


0.0432 

61/2 


0.2651 

61/3 


0.2088 

61/4 


0.0137 

65/1 


0.0637 

65/2 


0.2242 

251(G.DRAIN) 


0.0477 

252 


0.4129 

256, 255 


0.0296 

258 


0.0229 

259 (G. Drain) 


0.0177 

260/2 


0.2069 

260/1 


0.1060 

261 (G. Drain) 


0.0175 

262/1 


0.3356 






[’TFT II —■*§r o 5'3(ii)] : 3T^f 13, 2002/%23, 1924 3615 



Iname of village survey no. 

AREA IN HECTARE | 

13. MALVAN 135/2 ] 

0.4140 

135/3 j 


133/1 'j 

0.3348 

133/2 \ 


133/3 J 


132 (G.DRAIN) 

* 0.0180 

307/2 ] 

0.3546 

307/3 J 


308(G.DRAIN) 

0.0648 

309/3 

0.2736 

309/2 

0.0072 

310(G.DRAIN) 

0.0432 

300/3 

0.4680 

299 

0.2880 

297(GL ABADI) 

0.0334 

296/1 

0.2195 

296/2 


296/3 

► 

296/4 


296/5 


295(G.DRAIN) 

0.0357 

292 

0.5544 

291 

0.5436 

290(G.DRAIN) 

0.0216 

288/6 

1 0.4482 

288/7 

j 

275(G.DRAIN) 

0.0216 

95 

0.1440 

97(G.DRAIN) 

0.0648 

98/1 ^ 

| 0.2136 

98/2 

h 

98/3 

1 

99 

0.1836 

100 

0.0180 


1072 GI/2002—18 
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NAME OF VILLAGE 

4 

SURVEY NO. 

AREA IN HECTARE | 


MALVAN (Cont'd) 

91 

0.1944 


90/1 1 

0.5256 


90/2 J 



89 

0.1440 


110(G. DRAIN) 

0.0180 


139 

0.1872 


138 

0 3240 


137 (G DRAIN) 

0 0108 


136/1,2 

0 4284 


pNo R-31015/26/2001-OR-H] 
HARISH KUMAR, Under Secy 


11 aTSiTT, 2002 

^T. TIT. 1268.—fafaj *R35R % tfafcRTH (fal $ wfa cf> 

3lteR g>T 3T5^r) SrfafatfH 1962 (1962 n>T 50) (fafr W^TcT ^cfrT 3Tfaffan 4^1 

W %) cj?f €IRT 3 <£t WIRT (l) 3IEfR fait eft nf nRcT ^FRcER efr ^tfeRFT aft? 

%i wRn arf^ngxRT *rc§ufa w. an. 3492 mfasr 21 Rn*sR, 2001 grn ^b 
3TfaqrHT Yf ~BTBFB 3fg^xn if mfcz ^ A ft'KTR qfaftviHI <£ 

WFT WcT falfaVi cf>KqY^M felfes 1TRT nWRF£ ^ faRl^t (JHHTS) Yr 

4 *TPIe*n (^fa?) ?R> Yfafam WW fa?fa $ fafan <£ far? ^jqfaT 

p> SlfanR cPT 3lfaT cfR% c£ 3PT% 3TRRJ eft faiRT efr sft ; 

3?R vJ<td yMM-jl 3lf§RJcRT cj^t M Id ill 'Jl’ldl cfjf cITfasT 20 'JpfcRl, 2002 fa v5Md<^ cfRT fa 

M fa ; 

afR iw fafaffar ^ 3?c1tt fafafanr fa etrt 6 fa ^ytiRi (i) fa st^rr ^ fafan ^frcpr 
fa smfa fafa fa fa t; 

3TcT 3Pf, fafan ^RcfjR ^fcPT fafafaER fa £TRT 6 fa OTTRT (l) SRT ^RToT nfalfa cfn 
Tlfan nRfa nF faw ^Rfa t fa ^FT 3Rpqfa fa fclPif^ 33cfrf *jffa fa WWf fanfa 
fa fa? wfar fa fafanR n>r afan fain nmj ; 

afa fafaR IRcpR \3cfrf fa^lfaild cjft ETRT 6 fa viH^lKI (4) gKI 3TPRT fafafa cfp yfan 
wti |iq. n? ffafaT fafa t fa Rcpr A nqfan p>t aifacRR faw fa ycfn?FT fa 

crRfa fa fa^fan trcer fa fafar ci?r faccRpti Yr ^jepr, 'brb 

cpRqt^R fafaYs ffaS%cT fan 1 





[mUI—5mS3(ii)] 


13, 2002^ 23, 1924 
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teftcl : SIR 

{SlcH : OR 


51m <35i cthsfi 

?Rf ogrstc 

statue! 

1. 'HU'64lH > '{| 

148/1 

l 0.2418 

148/2 

1 

145 

0.0071 

151 

0.0693 

144 

0.0940 

153 

0.1970 

154 

0.0850 

155 

0.2037 

156 

0.1006 

157 

0.1593 

139(?T. 7R?TT) 

0.0424 

138 

0.0232 

134 

0.0814 

133 

0.0673 

132 

0.0591 

128 

0.0016 

131/1 

0.1195 

131/2 

0.0444 

129/1 1 

0.3034 

129/2 J 


130 

0.0003 

2. 

45(*T. WTT?) 

0.0570 

46 

0.1996 

48 TT. (51. cR) 

0.3065 

13 

0.0998 

12 

0.2851 

3. iftan€l 

27 (oTcft) 

0.0100 

28 (51^) 

0.0600 

26/1 

0.1400 

26/2 

r 

21/1 

0.1922 

21/2 

r 
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— 

am otm 

5SKf of532 

$5RpcI 3<TC1«U2 


24 

0.0883 

22 (5E3) 

0.0525 

15/1 g> 

0.2752 

15/1 73 


15/1 3 

f 

15/2 

1 

5 

0.2026 

16 (3. 33H) 

0.0071 

4/2 

0.3086 

3 (3. 3511) 

0.0272 

4. 3FTF^I 

13/1 

j 0.2439 

13/2 

) 

14(3. tr?tt) 

0.0731 

12(3.3TofT) 

0.0072 

5. 3T3FR5T 

28 3 gft (Siaoi) 

0.0360 

7 

0.1764 

8 

0.0089 

6/1 

1 0.2448 

6/2 

1 

5 

0.1601 

4 

0.2952 

21 3. gft (5I.<3oD 

0.1596 

3 

0.0516 

2 

0.2880 

25,26 3. ^ (r.cr) 

0.2004 


1 (3. 33U) 

0.0099 

6. *£G4/3rr 

17/1 3 

0.7182 

17/2 J 


3 (3. 33D) 

0.0428 

23(^.wn?) 

0.1069 

2/1 i 

0.2294 

212 J 


46 3. (R<H) 

0.4706 

1 

0.0036 
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ilRI ®n 

5?cf 513^5 

et^peci 

7. 

36 (3T5Bc!I) 

0.0125 

14 

0.2994 

26 

0.1241 

22 

0.3136 

21 

0.1925 

20 

0.0844 

24 (?T xRFTTf) 

0.0174 

19 

0.0031 

30, 31 (3F5ioin o^i) 

0.1366 

8. SToT 

75 fa. ■Jjfn (jt.ir) 

0.0285 

48 

0.1497 

52 

0.2038 

40 

0.1525 

53 (S.aDcH) 

0.0228 . 

89 (7T. fjft (r.cr) 

0.0397 

87 fa. (shr) 

0.0082 

88 fa. (ji.cr) 

0.0214 

83 2HMP{.3) 

0.0068 

82 (2TEcfe 2FH«Hl<5f,3) 

0.0055 

81 (TPS^tel 3F?OT5f,3) 

0.0060 

80 35OT3f,3) 

0.0214 

9. 

37 (oi3) 

0.1189 

65/1 1 

0.1925 

65/2 J 


66 

0.2780 

60/1 -i 

0.4063 

60/2 J 


58/1 i 

0.3564 

58/2 J 


57 

0.0071 

55 

0.0071 

56 

0.2067 

77/1 -j 

0.0143 

77/2 

► 

77/3 J 
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4U<H $1 oil«H 


ufPHtet'O 


<*»lcfl4d 


^ omz 

78 

88 (q?re) 
83 

82 (qgl?) 

81 (oIcS) 

85/1 

85/2 

85/3 

85/4 

85/5 

85/6 

16(=rtf) 

19/1 

19/2 

20 (3T.oflcC) 


0.1782 

0.2566 

0.1925 

0.0624 

0.0214 

0.1853 


0.0601 

0.1525 

0.0449 

0.1829 


0.2464 


0.2484 

0.0503 

0.1476 

0.0286 

0.0053 

0.2982 

0.1080 


0.0720 
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-- - -- - - - - - - - - 

4U«H ct>l dfl<H ol<wu 

$5ppci 

4>!<yft4et (PkcK...) * 39/1 

\ 0.0654 

39/2 

1 

* 39/3 


39/4 

J 

42/1 . 

0.1558 

42/2 J 

, 

41 (33. SRITcft) 

0.0248 

44/1 . 

0.1078 

44/2 J 

- 

40(33. 3333TT) 

0.0055 

10/1 1 

0.1493 

10/2 J 

► 

9/1 .. 

0.0594 

9/2 J 

- 

8 

0.1614 

7/1 1 

0.2232 

7/2 


7/3 J 


46/1 . 

0.0761 

46/2 

► 

46/3 J 


47/1 > 

, 0.0720 

47/2 


47/3 

r 

47/4 J 


1 (oidt) 

0.0761 


[■^ 1 . 33 . 3313 - 31015 / 36 / 2001-331 3313 - 11 ] 
"5% jjMK, 33^3 3Tf% 


New Delhi, the 11th April, 2002 

S. 0. 1268 .— Whereas, by a notification of the Government of India in the 
Ministry of Petroleum and Natural Gas, number S.0.3492 dated the 21st 
December 2001, issued under sub-section (1) of section 3 of the Petroleum and 
Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User^ in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 
1962), (hereinafter referred to as the said Act), the Central Government declared 
its intention to acquire the right of user in the land, specified in the Schedule 
appended to that notification for the purpose of laying pipeline for transport of 
petroleum products through the Mumbai-Manmad Pipeline Extension Project 
from Panewadi(Manmad) in the State of Maharashtra to Manglya (Indore) in the 
State of Madhya Pradesh by the Bharat Petroleum Corporation Limited; 

And, whereas, the copies of the said Gazette notification were made available to 
the public on 20 January 2002; 

And, whereas, the Competent Authority has under sub-section (1) of section^ 
of the said Act, submitted his report to the Central Government; 
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Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 
6 of the said Act, the Central Government hereby declares that the right of user 
in the said land specified in the Schedule is hereby acquired for laying the 
pipeline. 

And, further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (4) of section 6 
of the said Act, the Central Government directs that the right of user in the said 
lands shall instead of vesting in the Central Government, vest on the date of the 
publication of this declaration, in the Bharat Petroleum Corporation Limited, 
free from all encumbrances. 


SCHEDULE 


TEHSIL: DHAR 

DISTRICT: DHAR 

STATE : MADHYA PRADESH 

NAME OF VILLAGE 

SURVEY NO. 

AREA IN HECTARE | 

1. SORDYAPURA 

148/1 3 

0.2418 

148/2 J 


145 

0.0071 

151 

0.0693 

144 

0.0940 

153 

0.1970 

154 

0.0850 

155 

0.2037 

156 

0.1006 

157 

0.1593 

139(GCT) 

0.0424 

138 

0.0232 

134 

0.0814 

133 

0.0673 

132 

0.0591 

128 

0.0016 

131/1 

0.1195 

131/2 

0.0444 

129/1 

1 0.3034 

129/2 

J 

130 

0.0003 

2. GALLAMAHUDl 

45(GL) 

0.0570 

46 

0 1996 

48 GL(Proposed Forest) 

0.3065 

13 

0.0998 

12 

0.285 1 
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NAME OF VILLAGE 
3 P1RGH ATI 


4. AMBAPURA 


5. ADABARDA 


6. BHURAKUVA 


SURVEY NO. 


27(RIVER) 

28(RtVER) 

26/1 

26/2 

21/1 

21/2 

24 

22(RIVER) 

15/1 K 

15/1 KH I 
15/1 G 

15/2 J 

5 

16(GCT) 

All 

3 (GCT) 

13/1 \ 

13/2 J 

14(GCT) 

12 (G.DRAIN) 

28 GL(Proposed Forest) 

7 

8 

6/1 \ 

6/2 
5 
4 

21 GL(Proposed Forest) 
3 


25,26 GL(Proposed Forest) 
1 (GCT) 

17/1 | 

17/2 ^ 

3 (GCT) 

23(GL) 

2/1 \ 

2/2 •' 


AREA IN HECTARE 

0.0100 

0.0600 

0.1400 

0.1922 

0.0883 

0.0525 

0.2752 


0.2026 

0.0071 

0.3086 

0.0272 

0.2439 

0.0731 

0.0072 

0.0360 

0.1764 

0.0089 

0.2448 

0.1601 

0.2952 

0.1596 

0.0516 

0.2880 

0.2004 

0.0099 

0.7182 

0.0428 

0.1069 

0.2294 


1072 G1/2002—19 


} 
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NAME OF VILLAGE 


BHURAKUVA 



53 (DRAIN) 0,0228 

89 GL(Proposed Forest) 0.0397 

87 GL(Proposed Forest) 0.0082 

88 GL(Proposed Forest) 0.0214 

83(NH 3) 0.0068 

82(NH3) 0.0055 

81(NH3) 0.0060 

80(NH3) 0.0214 

9. JAMANJHIRI 37 (RIVER) 0.1189 

65/1 \ 0.1925 

65/2 * 

66 0.2780 

60/1 1 0.4063 

60/2 ** 

58/1 \ 0.3564 

58/2 ^ 

57 0.0071 

55 0.0071 

56 0.2067 

77/1 "1 0.0143 

77/2 f* 

77/3 

78 0.1782 

88(PAHAD) 0.2566 
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SURVEY NO. 
JAMANJHIR1 (Cont'd) 83 

82(PAHAD) 
81 (RIVER) 
85/1 
85/2 
85/3 
85/4 
85/5 
85/6 

10. KALIBEL 16(RIVER) 

19/1 

19/2 

20 (G.DRAIN) 
21/1 
21/2 
24/1 
24/2 
24/3 
24/4 
24/5 
24/6 
25/1 
25/2 
18 
17 

29 

30 
15 

13/1 

13/2 

14 

39/1 

39/2 

39/3 


NAME OF VILLAGE 


39/4 



AREA IN HECTARE 

0.1925 

0.0624 

0.0214 

0.1853 


0.0601 

0.1525 

0.0449 

0.1829 

0.2464 


0.2484 

0.0503 

0.1476 

0.0286 

0.0053 

0.2982 

0.1080 

0.0720 

0.0654 
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|name of village survey no. 

! AREA IN HECTARE | 

KAL1BEL (Cont’d) 42/1 

\ 0.1558 

42/2 

r 

41 (GL.ABAD1) 

0 0248 

44/1 

1 078 

44/2 

r 

40(GCT) 

0.0055 

10/1 

, 0.1493 

10/2 

r 

9/1 

, 00594 

9/2 

r 

8 

01614 

7/1 

i 0 2232 

7/2 


7/3 

1 

46/1 'j 

. 0.0761 

46/2 


46/3 J 

1 

47/1 ^ 

0.0720 

47/2 


47/3 


47/4 J 


1 (RIVER) 

0 0761 


IF. No. R-31015/36/2001 -OR-II] 
HARISH KUMAR, Under Secy. 
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wft t%mr sfr? wicRr 

pf lOSltef, 2002 

3T1%T 

-g^. 3TT. 1269.— WcPR qTOT tffefcP pWciO cm W-Ph pcRT ^simRRf W *P ' 3% TTJJF 

•m‘ g> 4 )%iR4i qft sfTeTcf, w^m ftrfsRr mm (mffcpvm, t%ram afk 3 t%t) IAtth; 1965 % m 
f4f% .^ii'wRcp irr&cmt t : 

3TK i-TR<T 'fRcpR W pRim g^TTeRf, P cpI%cT sft mTFi did W? <P #5* 

1%f%r mm (mifmmn Tprpr 3 % wimn f%m, mes m f%pr 14 m mfm mmnmU* cpRjetT^ 
sppzrRT % % °ir : 

3 % w mwiv mrsm pmrm ^sfuriefy cm amim mem mmm mref w m 

arfzmr 3rj?n%%> m&trtt % mgumpf Trait 1 % m mrcm mpmuPicp trrhtcmft 
mm m 3 Rfp4 I ; 

3RT m, TFSJTfct Rrf% '%T (cFfeROT. 3% 3f%T) RRPT 1965 eff f%R 12 

<p mtrl%Tr ( 2 ) cp 'an? (m) urt srem ?Tfefr mr p4ft w ^ 3 % mim mrnmv 4> vimHclH ?m4r 

f4ct>!m WcRT % mfvHjcHI mo <m03TT0 3169 cRtRT 20 3RmsR 1999 cpT vl-T epcfT cf> f'pmp %•% p/i 
3Tt4cmmr m pf f^r-m mm % m mm mi <4m f%n ran t 3%cmra ,-mm gtj ^ rnifn^R fire p%vri 
ps u r ^%?TTeRT Rptfm wi, % f4c% mi irm iramv m qimm pm* psmram m -m/m 

eiier ?mt, </Mr)^ m Rps 3 p^.prt cm^mf! 4 m-sPf f4r%R mm (cF'rmmp Pftjvj pR 

3141 d) t%m. 1965 m 44mr n p ?nfm7fi h m 3"% *fT mpriNo mm ^ mm nmj 

pp?nmt%7 m mm p rT^m % | i 


[m m. mt-16014/1/99-T#] 

w. %. fmmm, 


MINISTRY OF URBAN DEVELOPMENT 
AND POVERTY ALLEVIATION 

New Delhi, the 10th Apnl, 2002 

ORDER 

S. 0 . 1269 .—WHEREAS, the Manager, Government of India Text Books Press, 
Chandigarh is the disciplinary authority prescribed in the Schedule to the Central Civil 
Services (Classification, Control and Appeal) Rules, 1965 in respect of Group ‘C’ and 
Group ‘D’ employees of the said Press; 


1072 G1/2002—20 
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AND WHEREAS, disciplinary proceedings were contemplated against Shri 
Sohan Lai Sharma, Daftry working in the Government of India Text Books Press, 
Chandigarh under rule 14 of the Central Civil Service (Classification, Control and 
Appeal) Rules, 1965; 


AND WHEREAS, the Manager, Government of India Text Book Press, 
Chandigarh is unable to function as the disciplinary authority on account of being a 
material witness in the disciplinary proceedings contemplated against the said Shri Sohan 
Lai .Sharma, Daftry; 


NOW THEREFORE, in exercise of the powers conferred by clause (b) of sub¬ 
rule (2) of rule 12 of the Central Civil Service (Classification, Control and Appeal) Rules, 
1965, and in supersession of the notification of the Government of India in the erstwhile 
Ministry' of Urban Development number S O 3169, dated the 20 th October, 1999, except 
as respects things done or omitted to be done before such supersession, the President 
hereby appoints Shri Joginder Singh, Deputy Director in the Directorate of Printing, 
Nirman Bhawan, New Delhi as the ad-hoc disciplinary authority competent to impose 
any of the penalties specified in rule 11 of the Central Civil Services(Classification, 
Control and Appeal) Rules, 1965 in the disciplinary proceedings contemplated against 
Shri Sohan Lai Sharma, Daftry, Government of India Text Books Press, Chandigarh. 

[F No. C-16014/1/99-AV] 
S K. BISWAS. Desk Officer 



[Mm II—#5 3(a)] 


MRfl : 3ltcT 13, 2002/% 23, 1924 


3629 


9R 

% f%rft, 15 %, 2002 

%. sir. mo.— 3 #rfmm, 1947 (1947 
^fi 14) % mitt 17 % arg.mrm A, %%q mr^TT 
aifm^fem % 5retM% % sfrt "3%> 

% «fNt, ft’ 3%jtf% fere ft 
tor 3?ratfnm -mmTcm mi, -5% % 

(%4 %S4T 43, 44 % 1997) % 51%% wf t, % 

%%r tftfk % 14-03-02 % mm ttstt «u 1 

[m. TRU-17012/8/96-3%. 3TT7. ( «ft- II) 
%-17012/9/96-%.3m.C^-H ) ] 

At. miTmmT, 3m7 mf% 
MINISTRY OF LABOUR 
New Delhi, the 15th March, 2002 

S.O. 1270. —In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947(14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref No 43, 44 
of 1997) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal- 
cum-Labour Court No 1, Mumbai as shown m the annexure 
in the Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation 
to the management of LIC of India and their workman, which 
was received by the Central Government on 14-03-2002 

| No L-17012/8/96-IR(B-II) 
L- 17012/9/96-1R(B-II)] 
C GANGADHARAN, Under Secy 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL NO 1, MUMBAI 
PRESENT 

Shri Justice S C Pandey 
Presiding Officer 

REFERENCE NO CGIT 43/1997 

REFERENCE 
NO CGIT 44 OF 1997 

Parties: Employers in relation to the 

management of Life Insurance 
Corporation of India 
And 

Their Workmen. 

Appearances: 

For the Management Shri Bapat* 

For the Workman Shri Deo 
State Maharashtra 

Mumbai, dated the 28th day of February, 2002 

COMMON AWARD 

1 The Central Government has referred the 
following question to be answered bv this Tribunal in 
exercise of its powers under clause (d) of sub-section (1) 

I 6 a ^yfoi - 2 | 


and sub-section 2A of Section 10 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (The Act for short) 

Ref. No. CGIT-44 of 1997 

“Whether the action of the management of LIC of 
India in terminating/discontinuing the services of 
Shn Milan Vasant Patil, Sub-staff/Peon w e f 
08-2-1994 is legal and justified 2 if not, to what 
relief the said workman is entitled 7” 

Ref. No. CGIT-43 of 1997 

“Whether the action of the management of LIC of 
India in terminatmg/discontinuing the services of 
Shri Ravindra Vyankat Ladhe, Sub-staff/Peon w e f 
08-2-1994 is legal and justified 7 if not, to what 
relief the said workman is entitled 7” 

2 The facts of both the references are essentially 
identical and therefore, this common Award shall dispose 
of both the references These references has come up 
before this tribunal after failure of reconciliation 

The workman Mr Ravindra Vyankat Ladhe claimed 
that he was appointed only by the opposite party Life 
Insurance Corporation of India (the Corporation for short) 
as a peon (Sub-staff on 01 -2-1992 at its Savda Branch on 
07-2-1994) His services were terminated orally The 
workman claimed that during this period he had 
continuously worked for more than 240 days m a Calendar 
year The workman claimed that he be taken back in 
service 

4 The case of Mr Milan Vasant Patil too is based 
on identical facts They are to the effect that he too wa; 
appointed orally on same post on 01-12-1992 and hit 
services were terminated on 07-02-1994 He too claimed 
to have worked for 240 days in a calendar year He also 
prayed that he be reinstated 

5 In both these cases the Corporation has chosen 
to file a long reply In effect it says that it is a Statutory 
Corporation It has framed rules/regulations fc 
appointment of its staff and its staff is appointed under 
these rules and regulations implying thereby that there 
no appointment made contrary to these staff rules a 1 d 
regulations Therefore, the employees cannot be absorb i 
It is true that the workman had prayed for absorption u 
their written statement However, each reference in t < 
cases themselves were regarding illegal termination 
Therefore, the question of absorbing these workmer 
outside the scope of the each reference in two cases Ti ; 
tribunal is not called upon to consider the case t 
absorption and as such refuses to considei that aspect ol 
the matter given in great details m the statement of claim 
made by the Corporation As to claim of the workman 
Mr R V Ladhe for reinstatement, the Corporation gave 
the following reply 

“The workman has claimed continuous service as a 
temporary employee from December 1992 to 
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August 1994 Even assuming without admitting that 
he has been unjustifiably terminated thereafter, such 
termination cannot enable him to claim 
reinstatement ” 

6 In both these cases the workman filed their 
rejoinders and allege there was violation of Section 25 F 
of the Act 

7 After filing usual affidavits in lieu of examination 
m chief the workmen were permitted to be cross-examined 
They were discharged The Corporation too filed affidavit 
of one witness and he was cross-examined and discharge 

8 II is clear from the affidavits filed by the workmen 
that they were emplo\ cd as Peons for a continuous period 
between IstDeceihber 1992 to 07th February 1994 They 
were paid Rs 25 per day during the period They were 
not given any notice and/or compensation before their 
termination They had thus worked for continuously for 
358 days i e more than 240 days in a calendar year It is 
true that both workmen stated in fheir affidavits that they 
v ere signing the registers maintained by the office The 
nature of their work was that of a Peon In cross- 
examination both these workmen admitted that they were 
not signing the register meant for permanent employees 
ol the Corporation The affidavit filed on behalf of the 
Corporation bv Sim T K Parmeshw aran states that both 
the workmen were employed as Peons on ad hoc, not as 
temporary staff Their appointment was on purelv casual 
basis pending appointment of regular as per rules, statutory 
regulations and the instructions It was stated that both 
these workmen failed to qualify for regular staff This fact 
was not disputed by the workmen in their cross- 
examination In cross-examination of Mr T K 
Parmeshwaran admitted in both the cases that the workmen 
in question w'orked for more than 240 days in a calendar 
year He admitted in the case of M V Patil in letter 
addressed to Asstt Commissioner of Labour, Nagpur dated 
09-1-1996 that the Corporation had admitted that yvorkmen 
had worked for more than 240 days in the first 12 months 
He admitted no compensation or noi ice was gn en to Mr 
Patil because he w as a casual w orker The same yvas stated 
in the case of Mr Ladhe The aboye discussion of the 
eyidence shoyvs that the workmen yvere employed at the 
rate of Rs 25 per day as peon and avorfed in a calendar 
year lor more than 210 days They may not haae been 
made members of regular staff as they were appointed 
orally and their scry ices yyerc terminated orally The 
officers of the C orporation may hay e \ mlated their oavn 
rules Shri T K Parmeshyyaran yaw unable to point out 
any rules for such appointments For this reason he calls 
them ad hoc or casual They yvere certainly workmen 
within 2(S) of Die Act It is found these yyorkmen had 
worked for more than 240 days in a calendar year 

9 Now the question is if the termination of their 
services amounts to retrenchment within the meaning of 
Section 2(oo) ol the Act It reads as under 


“‘retrenchment’ means the termination by the 
employer of the service of a workman for any reason 
whatsoever, otherwise than as a punishment inflicted by 
way of disciplinary action but does not include 

(a) voluntary retirement of the workman, or 

(b) retirement of the workman on reaching the 
age of superannuation if the contract of 
employment between the employer and the 
workman concerned contains a stipulation in 
that behalf, 

(bb) termination of the service of the workman as 
a result of the non-renewal of the contract of 
employment between the employer and the 
workman concerned on its expiry 9 or of 
such contract being terminated under a 
stipulation on that behalf contained therein,or 

(c) termination of the service of a workman on 
the ground of continued ill-health,” 

Section 25 F of the Act reads as follows 

No yvorkman employed in any industry who has 
been m continuous service for not less than one year under 
an employer shall be retrenched by that employer until— 

(a) the workman has been given one month’s 
notice in writing indicating the reasons for 
retrenchment and the period of notice has 
expired, or the workman has been paid in lieu 
of such notice, wages for the period of the 
notice 

(b) the workman has been paid, at the time of 
retrenchment, compensation which shall be 
equivalent to fifteen days’ average pay (for 
ey cry completed year of continuous sery ice) 
or any part thereof in excess of six months, 
and 

(c) notice in the prescribed manner is served on 
the appropriate government [for such authority 
as may be specified by the appropriate 
government by notification in the Official 
Gazette] 

10 It would be readily seen from the text of 2(oo) 
read yvith 25F of the Act that in case of retrenchment 
certain formalities hayc to be done If notice and the 
retrenchment compensation determined in accordance 
yvith Section 25B of the Act as not given the order of 
termination is invalid However, it is must that the 
termination should amount to retrenchment under the Act 
It is clear from Section 2(oo) of the Act does not mention 
for its operation any classification of the worker like 
temporary casual or permanent The reason is that the Act 
in the main proyides for payment of retrenchment 
compensation so that the workman may feel somewhat 
secure ft permits conditional retrenchment but is not 
directed against retrenchment as such The consequence 
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of retrenchment without compensation obviously makes 
the order of retrenchment invalid Therefore, on principles 
this tribunal finds no good reason to hold that merely 
because a person is classified by the employer for his own 
purpose as a casual worker he can be retrenched without 
following the formalities under Section 25F of the Act. 
The Act is not concerned with provision made by the 
employer in his establishment for classifying a worker as 
‘permanent’ temporary or casual. That apart there is ample 
authority for the proposition that Section 25F of the Act 
would apply to a casual or daily rated employer. In the 
case of Municipal Council Delhi Vs, Praveen Kumar Jain 
AIR 1999 SC 1540; 1998 IILLJ 674 the Supreme Court 
had held that a daily rated workman too is entitled to 
protection of Section 25F of the Act The view of the 
Supreme Court in the case of State Bank of India vs. 
Sundra Money AIR 1976 SC III is to the effect that casual 
labour too is entitled to protection of Section 25F read 
with Section 25(B) (2) of the Act has not been modified 
by the legislature by expressly providing that the services 
of casual labour could be terminated without payment of 
retrenchment compensation. In that case the term ‘casual 
labour’ itself would be needed to be defined under the 
Act. A Division Bench of the Calcutta High Court in 
Calcutta Telephones Vs. Rintu Bagchi 2001 II LLJ page 
103 has taken the view that casual labour is protected by 
Section 25F of the Act. Same view was taken by a Division 
Bench of Rajasthan High Court in the case of Ramchandra 
Vs. Union of India 2001 II LLJ page 159. Therefore, there 
is nothing to support the argument that merely because a 
workman is branded as a casual or adhoc by the employer 
he can not get protection of Section 25F of the Act. 

11 The other limb of the argument that the 
workman were covered by exception (bb) to Section 
2(00) of the Act is also not acceptable First thing there 
must be pleading to this effect that termination of the 
workman was as a result of non renewal of contract or 
that there was such stipulation in the contract of 
employment. Such contract cannot be presumed merely 
because the workmen were being paid at rate of 25 per 
day. The burden of proof is definitely on the employer 
because it is he who wants to invoke the exception (bb) to 
Section 2(00) of the Act. In similar circumstances a 
Division Bench of Punjab and Haryana High Court 
referring to several decisions that it was for employer to 
plead and prove the exception. It was so held in the case 
of Ram Niwas Vs. Presiding Officer, Labour Court II LLJ 
page 37 that apart no foundation was laid in cross- 
examination of the two workmen for such plea. There is 
no evidence regarding any contract with the workman 
either in the cross-examination or in the affidavit filed by 
Corporation. In cross-examination the witness T.K 
Parmeshwaran stated that he was not aware that workmen 
were informed that they were to serve for a limited period. 
This is clear from his deposition m the case M.V. Patil. In 


the case of R.V. Ladhe, the witness stated that he was not 
aware of the fact that the workman was informed that lie 
was employed only for the period till the regular vacancy 
is filled by making fresh appointments. The affidavit^ in 
both these cases are silent about the contract of renewal 
of any stipulation. For all these reasons this tribunal rejects 
the contention that the Corporation has proved its case 
that termination of services of these two workmen does 
not amount retrenchment 

12. Last but not least, this tribunal must deal with 
the argument raised on behalf ofthe Corporation regarding 
the competency of these two references. It was argued 
that since the initial appointments of these workmen were 
invalid in violation Regulation 8(2) of the staff Regulation 
framed by the Corporation this reference in both the cases 
is incompetent. This argument is based on the assumption 
that this tribunal is dealing with the cases of regularization 
and absorption as per Life Insurance Corporation of India 
Act and the rules and regulations. In fact this tribunal is 
not giving any adjudication in the question/legality of 
appoinement of the workmen as per Staff Regulations 
The Corporation is any industry. The workmen have an 
option to raise an industrial dispute under the Act when 
their services were terminated On failure of reconciliation 
the references was made This industrial dispute is being 
dealt with under ‘the Act’ The dispute has to be within 
the four corners of the Act It is, this tribunal cannot decide 
the question of validity of appointment of two workmen 
in these two references for the reason the fact of 
appointment is not in dispute. Once this fact is accepted 
then this tribunal has to find out whether termination of 
services amounts to retrenchment. Perhaps this argument 
may have been raised in another forum in case the 
workmen had challenged the termination of services for 
violation of Act rules and Staff regulation. In such a case 
the workmen may be claiming reinstatements of their 
services. In this industrial dispute, they are claiming that 
they have been retrenched without payment of 
compensation Only when a person is so declared, that he 
is retrenched he may or may not be reinstated This is a 
consequence of an industrial dispute. The violation of staff 
regulations or illegal termination under the service law 
operates in a different sphere. The two concepts arc 
altogether different Therefore, the contention too is 
rejected. The case of N S. Giri Vs. Mangalore Corp jration. 
C.A No 711 of 1993 decided on 14-5-1999 is d fferent 
It holds that an industrial settlement cannot ovi rridc 
statutory rule. No advantage can be derived from thf.: 
case on the basis of that ruling. It is confined o the 
facts of the case. 

13. Consequently this tribunal is of the view that 
the termination of services of R.V. Ladhe and M.V 1 atil, 
the workmen in Reference CGIT 43/1997 and Ref r nee 
CGIT 44/1997 respectively with effect from 07-2 1 )4 is 
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bad in law They are liable to be reinstated In this case 
the tv orkmen have been treated heartlessly by the Officers 
of the Corporation who had adopted the policy of ‘hire 
and fire' workmen when they no longer remained useful. 
Admittedly, they have been paid less than what was their 
due. This is clear from the deposition of T K. 
Parr, cshwaran It appears to be the stand the Corporation 
that j ey were paid less because they were adhoc or casual 
workers appointed contrary' to Staff regulations. There is 
no vidence on record that they were otherwise gainfully 
em ifoyed. Looking to all that factors and the fact that the 
case was“not delayed on account of the workmen, this 
tribaial is of the view that they should be reinstated with 
full back wages Accordingly, the Corporation is directed 
to r ;i nstate both the workmen R V Ladhe and M. V Patil 
wit. i full back wages. A copy of this award shall be kept 
in t!te files of both the cases for the purpose of record. 

S.C. PANDEY. Presiding Officer 
^ fefvft, 15 FrF, 2002 

■^rr. 3F. 1271. —sftFtFlF arfqfwt, 1947 

(1947 F114) f) FF 17 % 3t 'Rtn F, 4 kFR 

ofgr % '5rsf%7cNr % ffs fa4tFFt" afhc fpftF' % fN, 
F fFfijF fIFiPtf Fftk F ftfr aft Ft Pi 

FfFFWtSR FFTtcTF, «PlcfF%Fw (F^FfTTF 13/2001 ) 
Ft FFtt f, Ft FTFTt Ft 14-03-02 Ft TO 

f an «rr i 

[F. ■qyr-12011/268/2000-3T1^.3TTT.('^-II)] 
Ft. FFIFtTt, 3TFT Ffty? 

New Deity, the 15th March, 2002 

S.O. 1271. —In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No 13/ 
2001) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum- 
Labour Court, Bangalore as shown in the annexure in the 
Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation to 
the management of Syndicate Bank and their workman, 
which was received by the Central Government on 
14-03-2002 

[No. L-1201 l/268/2000-IR(B-II)] 
C. GANGADHARAN. Under Secy 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT, 

“SHRAM SAD AN” 

III Main, III Cross, II Phase, Tumkur Road, 
Yeshwanthpur, Bangalore 


PRESENT 

HON’BLE SHRIV.N KULKARNI, B Com. LLB. 
PRESIDING OFFICER 
CGIT-CUM-LABOUR COURT, 
BANGALORE 
C.R No 13/2001 

I Party 

The General Secretary. 

Syndicate Bank Employees Union. 

7/2,1st Main Sheshadripuram. 

Bangalore-560020 

II Party 

The General Manager (P). 

Syndicate Bank. Head Office, 

RB. No 1, 

Manipal-576119. 

Karnataka 

AWARD 

The Central Government by exercising the powers 
conferred by clause (d) of sub-section 2A of the Section 
10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 has referred this 
dispute vide order No 120_12/268/2000/JR (B-II) dated 
16th February 2001 for adjudication on the following 
schedule : 

SCHEDULE 

“Whether M/s Syndicate Bank is justified in 
imposing the punishment of reduction of pay by 
three stages in respect of Shri Shivamallu, Clerk, 
Madapur Branch, Coorg Distt 7 If not, what relief 
the disputant workman is entitled to ?” 

2. A letter is received from the Union and also from 
the workman saying that they do not want to continue this 
dispute and prays permission to withdraw the same 

3. In view of the request of the union and workman, 
permission is granted to withdraw the dispute and 
accordingly the reference is disposed of as withdrawn. 

(Dictated to PA transcribed by her corrected and 
signed by me on 7th February, 2002) 

V.N KULKARNI, Presiding Officer 
18FTF, 2002 

ft. 3ir. 1272.— re t aFFFm, 1947 (1947 
^)T 14) Ft FIF 17 % aTJFF’T F, %-lfN FT3M 

% ffs Fk f*-IfiF % FN, 

arjFF F Ftf^e sfratftyf? ftFrs F ffbe FNilPW, 

FiFFPn/vlFT FfF, % Fftc (ffF fff ant^t. 

F. 511 2001 ) FI MFlPflrt ffF %, Ft FfR Ft 

15-03-02 Ft FFT fFI Ft I 

[F. TJyt-41P12/232/2000-F1^.3TK.(Ft-I)] 
3TFF j£FR, 'tTF StftfFlF 


Dated 7th March, 2002 
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New Delhi, the 18th March, 2002 

S.O. 1272.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. I D. 
No, 511/2001) of the Central Government Industrial 
Tribunal-cum-Labour Court, Chennai as shown in the 
annexure in the Industrial Dispute between the employers 
in relation to the management of Southern Railway and 
their workman, which was received by the Central 
Government on 15-03-2002. 

[No. L-41012/23 2/2000-IR(B-I)] 
AJAY KUMAR, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT, 
CHENNAI 

Wednesday, the 13th March 2002 

PRESENT: K. KARTHIKEYAN, 

Presiding Officer 

INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE NO. 511/2001 

[In the matter of the dispute for adjudication under 
clause (d) of sub-section (1) and sub-section 2(A) of 
Section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 
1947), between Sri M. Senthil Kumar and the Management 
of Southern Railway] 

BETWEEN 

Sri M. Senthil Kumar I Party/Workman 

AND 

The Chief Signal & 

Telecommunication Engineer, 

Construction, MMC, 

Southern Railway II Party/Management 

Appearance: 

For the Workman : Sri R. Asaithambi, 

Advocate 

For the Management: Sri G. Kalyanasundaram, 
Addl. CGSC. 

The Govt, of India, Ministry of Labour in exercise 
of powers conferred by clause (d) of sub-section (1) and 
sub-section 2(A) of Section 10 of Industrial Disputes Act, 
1947 (14 of 1947), have referred the concerned Industrial 
Dispute for adjudication vide Order No. L-41012/232/ 
2000/IR (B-I) dated 05-02-2001. 

On receipt of the order of reference from the 
Government of India, Ministry of Labour, this case has 
been taken on file as I D. No. 511/2001 and notices were 
sent to both the parties to the dispute, with a direction to 
appear before this Tribunal on Q8-03-2001 to prosecute 
this case further. Accordingly, both the parties were 


appeared along with their respective counsels and have 
prosecuted this case by filing their Claim Statement and 
Counter Statement respectively and by marking their 
respective documents by consent. 

When the matter came up before me for final hearing 
on 13-02-2002, upon perusing the Claim Statement, 
Counter Statement, the other material papers on record, 
the documentary evidence let in on either side, and after 
hearing the arguments advanced by the learned counsel 
on either side, this matter having stood over till this date 
for consideration, this Tribunal has passed the following. 

AWARD 

The Industrial Dispute referred to in the above order 
of reference by the Central Govt, for adjudication by this 
Tribunal is as follows :— 

“Whether the action of the CSTE, construction, 

Southern Railway in terminating the services of Sri 

M. Senthil Kumar with effect from 13-03-2000 is 

justified ? If not, to what relief is the entitled ?” 

2. The averments in the Claim Statement filed by 
the I Party/Workman are briefly as follows — 

The I Party/Workman Sri M Senthil Kumar 
(hereinafter refers to as the Petitioner) was employed as 
Bungalow Lascar to Chief Works Manager, Signal and 
Telecommunication at Podanur on 1-6-96. His 
appointment was approved by the Chief Personnel Officer 
at Chennai by his letters dated 24-4-96 and 30-5-96. The 
medical authority has medically examined the Petitioner 
and has found fit for C2 category post and after that only 
he was appointed for the said post. The Petitioner joined 
duty on 1-6-96 and attended all the works allotted to him 
by the CWM/S & T/Podanur to his satisfaction. When the 
said officer was transferred to Chennai, the Petitioner was 
also transferred with the officer to Chennai w.e.f. 27-2-98 
and posted to the house of the said officer at No. 134J, 
Thungapathra Railway Quarters, Sterling Road, 
Nungambakkam, Chennai-34 While working at Chennai 
another lady by name Shanthi was employed by the said 
officer to assist his wife in her personal work. The said 
lady influenced the said officer and requested him to give 
the Bungalow Lascar post to her husband namely Sri 
Sankar. The said officer also intended to stop the Petitioner 
from the said post. The said officer and his wife ill-treated 
and some time assaulted the Petitioner with a view to create 
some problem to terminate the service of the Petitioner 
All along the Petitioner has tolerated and attended his 
duties sincerely in order to safeguard the employment. 
The said officer sent the Petitioner for medical check-up 
on 22-2-99 as if, the Petitioner was not a normal person. 
The Medical Officer also gave a fitness certificate to the 
Petitioner to attend duty from 18-3-99 onwards. The said 
officer did not allot any work and also he asked the 
Petitioner not to attend duty from 13-3-2000 onwards. The 
Petitioner represented his grievance to the Appellate 
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Authority m his letter dated 3-4-2000. Father of the 
Petitioner also represented his case to the Appellate 
Authority in his letter dated 24-3-2000. Now the Petitioner 
understands that the above said Shanthi and her husband 
Sankar were also sent out of the house of the said officer. 
The Petitioner attended the office and requested the officer 
to allot any work, but the officer did not assign any work 
after 13-3-2000 The said officer and the higher authority 
did not care about the Petitioner’s representation and all 
of a sudden issued the termination order dated 19-4-2000, 
stating that the Petitioner s service has been terminated 
w e f. 18-4-2000 afternoon. The termination order is not 
according to the provision of law and mala fide The said 
officer intended to appoint some other person for the 
reason best known to him and therefore, the Respondent 
terminated the service of the Petitioner and hence, the order 
is mala fide, vindictive and unfair labour practice The 
termination order did not say any reason and therefore, it 
is not according to the provision under section 25F of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947. The Respondent has failed 
to comply with the provision under section 25G of the 
Industrial Disputes Act There are juniors to the Petitioner 
still working in the office of the Respondent The 
phraseology that the ‘last come first go is not complied 
in this case and therefore, the order is bad in law. The 
Respondent has failed to comply with the provision under 
section 25N of Industrial Disputes Act and therefore, the 
termination order is illegal and unfair labour practice 
Without holding any enquiry proceedings, the Petitioner’s 
service has been terminated and therefore, the impugned 
order is illegal and against the principles of natural justice 
The work which the Petitioner was doing during the 
employment in the Respondent is still continuing and his 
juniors arc being employed and therefore, the uncalled 
termination for ulterior motive is illegal. Since the 
Petitioner has failed in his attempt with the Respondent in 
getting reinstatement, he had no other option but to raise 
a dispute under section 2 A of the Industrial Disputes Act 
After the failure of conciliation, the matter has been 
referred to this Tribunal for adjudication Hence, it is 
prayed that this Hon’blc Tribunal may be pleased to pass 
an Award holding that the action of the Respondent/ 
Management in terminating the services of the Petitioner 
. is not justified and consequenlty direct the Respondent to 
reinstate the Petitioner in service with continuity of service, 
back wages and all other benefits. 

3 The av erments in the Counter Statement filed by 
the II Party/Management (hereinafter refers to as 
Respondent) arc briefly as follows ■— 

The claim of the Petitioner is not maintainable cither 
in law or on facts. The service of the post is purely 
temporary' and contractual in nature The Petitioner was 
engaged as substitute Bungalow Peon The duty of which 
calls for performance of duty including at residence of Sri 
B Knshnakumar. Chief Workshop Manager, Signal & 


Telecommunication, Southern Railway, Podanur w.e.f. 

1 -6-96. The Petitioner’s services before regular absorption 
is liable for termination, if warranted due to unsatisfactory 
performance, want of post and among other administrative 
needs. The Petitioner has not been regulary absorbed 
before he was terminated. The Petitioner is not a railway 
employee and the service of the Petitioner is temporary 
and contractual in nature and has no right over the post 
The Hon’ble Principle Bench of Central Administrative 
Tribunal has observed in a case that “a Bungalow Peon 
acquires temporary status on completion ofsuch a period 
of continuous service as may be prescribed by the General 
Manager of the Railways under which he works and which 
is current on the date of his employment as a Bungalow 
Peon and that after acquisition of temporary status of 
Bungalow Peon his service can be terminated on the 
ground of unsatisfactory work without holding 
departmental enquiry and that the termination of service 
of substitute Bungalow Peon, who has acquired temporary 
status is not had or illegal for want of notice before 
termination. In such case, he may be entitled to pay for 
the period of notice m lieu of notice as discussed m that 
order " Under such circumstances, the Petitioner is not 
entitled for any benefit as prayed, since the Petitioner is 
not a railway servant and his service can be terminated 
including the ground of unsatisfactory work without even 
holding departmental enquiry Therefore, the petition is 
liable to be dismissed Furthe r, his service was terminated 
on the ground that his service was not required to be 
continued The Petitioner was engaged as Bunglow Lascar 
on the request of Sri Krishnakumar, CWM/S&T/Southern 
Railway/Podanur The said engagement was in open line 
establishment His appointment was given under the clear 
notification that his service will be terminated at any time 
without any notice Consequent on the posting of Sri B. 
Knshnakumar as Chief Signal & Telecommunication 
Engineer. Construction. Chennai the Petitioner was 
continued as Bungalow Peon to the said officer vide office 
order dated 27-2-98 This was so made in the project 
organisation different from open fine establishment at the 
request of Sri B Krishnakumar and the willingness of the 
Petitioner to work m project Thus, his continuance in the 
project is as long-as his service is required to be continued 
Due to surrender of post, his services were no longer 
required for the officer Therefore, the services of the 
Petitioner were terminated w.e f 18-4-2000 vide letter- 
dated 19-4-2000 as per the conditions laid down in the 
appointment order dated 1-6-96 The Petitioner was also 
paid compensation towards notice period and towards 
retrenchment compensation in accordance with the 
provisions under Industrial Disputes Act Since the post 
was not continued Sri B. Krisnakumar though continued 
as Chief Signal and Telecommunication Engineer 
(Construction) in the very same project up to 2-6-2000, 
no substitute Bungalow Peon was engaged thereafter for 
want of post In the termination order, it is mentioned that 
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the services of the Petitioner were no longer required by 
the officer and due to surrender of post, the services of 
the Petitioner were terminated according to the conditions 
stipulated in the appointment order. The order-dated 
18-4-2000 is very specific to this extent. The post of 
Bungalow Peon is attached to the officer concerned and it 
is filled in by the choice made by the officer as it involves 
working with the officer at the residence as well. After 
the termination of the Petitioner, there was no post attached 
to CSTE, Construction, in the project. As the post occupied 
by the Petitioner is temporary and contractual in nature, 
the section 25Q of Industrial Disputes Act Tast come first 
go’ principle is not relevant and not applicable. Having 
accepted the conditions attached to his appointment order, 
the Petitioner cannot challenge the same thereafter and 
cannot claim to maintain that the termination of his service 
was illegal and unfair. As per terms of para 1501 of Indian 
Railway Establishment Manual Vol. I, “ when a person 
without a lien on a permanent post under Govt, is 
appointed to hold a temporary post or to officiate in a 
permanent post is entitled to no notice of termination of 
his serxnce " As per the above rule, the Petitioner has no 
lien over the post. Therefore, he is not a railway employee 
or a railway servant The Principal Bench of Central 
Administrative Tribunal. Delhi has observed that “ after 
acquistion of temporary status by a Bungalow Peon, his 
service can he terminated on the ground of even 
unsatisfactory work without holding departmental 
enquiry". Therefore, in the case of the Petitioner, no 
departmental enquiry is required. Departmental enquiry 
is not required as per the service condition of the Petitioner 
and his services were terminated for want of continuance 
of post Since the service of the Petitioner is temporary in 
nature, he has not right over the post. The Petitioner is not 
a regular employee His nature of employment is to attend 
the officer at the residence as well during his hours of 
employment The termination of the service of Bungalow 
Peon who has acquired temporary status is not bad or 
illegal for want of notice before termination. The Petitioner 
was paid retrenchment compensation towards notice 
period pay of Rs 4,632 and an amount of Rs. 9,265 
towards retrenchment compensation in accordance with 
Section 25F of Industrial Disputes Act, 1947. Therefore, 
the discharge of the Petitioner from service is justified 
and the Petitioner is not entitled to any relief under 
Industrial Disputes Act. Under such circumstances, it is 
prayed that this Hon’ble Tribunal may be pleased to 
dismiss the petition with cost 

4. When the matter was taken up for enquiry, no 
one has been examined as a witness on either side By the 
consent of the counsel on either side, documents filed on 
either side have been marked as Ex. W1 to W 27 and Ml 
to M3 respectively The learned counsel on either side 


have advanced their respective arguments. 

5. The point for my consideration is :— 

“Whether the action of the CSTE, Construction, 

Southern Railway in terminating the services.of Sri 

M. Senthil Kumar with effect from 13-03-2000 is 

justified ? If not, to what relief is he entitled ? 

Point:— 

It is admitted that the Petitioner Sri M. Senthil Kumar 
has sent a written requisition dated 9-3-96 to the Chief 
Workshop Manager, Southern Railway Chennai 
requesting him to post him as a Bungalow Peon. The xerox 
copy of the same is Ex. Wl . It is also admitted that on the 
basis of the medical classification for engagement of 
substitute Bungalow Lascar, the Chief Personnel Officer 
of Headquarters Office, Personnel Branch, Madras, sent 
a communication dated 30-5-96 to the office of the Chief 
Workshop Manager, Signal & Telecommunication S & T 
Workshop, Podanur as a reply to their letter dated 
22-5-96 informing them that the Petitioner, who is fit in 
C2 medical classification be engaged as a substitute 
Bungalow Lascar to Chief Workshop Manager, Signal & 
Telecommunication, Podanur. The xerox copy of that letter 
is Ex. W2. Subsequently, the Petitioner was offered an 
employment as a substitute Bungalow Lascar to CWM/S 
& T of Podanur by a letter dated 1-6-96 The xerox copy 
of that letter is Ex. W3 It is seen from Ex W3 that the 
said offer for employment to the Petitioner was made by 
the Office of the Chief Workshop Manager, Signal & 
Telecommunication/Workshop, Podanur on the basis of 
approval of the Chief Personnel Officer. Headquarters 
Office, Personnel Branch, Madras through his letter dated 
24-4-96 and 30-05-96 under Ex. W2. From all these 
documents, it is seen that the Petitioner w'as medically 
examined by the medical authority and was found fit for 
C2 category post and only after that, the Petitioner, as a 
sponsored candidate by Sri B Krishnakumar, Chief 
Workshop Manager. Podanur for the post of Bungalow 
Peon was offered that employment under Ex. W3. The 
option given by the concerned officer to employ the 
Petitioner as a Bungalow Peon has been approved by the 
competent authority and hence, it cannot be considered to 
be a personal appointment made by the concerned officer 
as he was not the ultimate appointing authority for the 
Petitioner as Bungalow Lascar. J 

6. The learned counsel for the I Party/Workman the 
Petitioner herein, has argued that the officer under whom 
the Petitioner was initially employed as a Bungalow Lascar 
wanted the Petitioner also to be transferred to Chennai, 
when he was transferred to Chennai Accordingly j an 
office order dated 27-2-98 was passed and the xerox copy 
of the order is Ex W8. Prior to that, the officer who came 
on promotional transfer in the place of Sri B. 
Krishnakumar has given an intimation dated 27-2-98 
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stating that he intends to bring his Bungalow Lascar to 
Podanur on his promotional transfer, so the Bungalow 
Peon, the Petitioner herein attached to Sri B. Krishnakumar 
may also be transferred to Madras. The xerox copy of that 
communication is Ex. W8. Accordingly, the Petitioner was 
also got a transfer from Podanur to Chennai along with 
his officer Sri B. Krishnakumar. It is his further argument 
that when the Petitioner was working at Chennai another 
lady by name Shanthi was employed by the said officer to 
assist the wife of the officer in her personal work and at 
the request of that lady to give her husband the Bungalow 
Lascar post, the said officer also intended to stop the 
Petitioner from the employment and started giving problem 
to terminate the service of the Petitioner and the concerned 
officer had gone to the extent of complaining that the 
Petitioner is not a normal person and had issued a warning 
letter also to the Petitioner stating that the Petitioner had 
quarrelled with the maidservant in the house The xerox 
copy of that warning letter is Ex. W11. He would further 
contend that when the Petitioner was on duty on 2-10-98 
the pet dock of the officer has bitten the Petitioner for 
which the Petitioner had to take anti rabies vaccine The xerox 
copy of the vaccination card dated 2-10-98 is Ex 
W12 Further, a note dated 22-2-99 was issued by the 
officer directing the Petitioner for medical examination 
on the ground that on 19-2-99 he showed symptoms of 
deep depression uttering threats of committing suicide 
etc. In that note it is also mentioned that the Petitioner 
may be directed for psychiatric examination and to 
determine whether he can resume his duty as Bungalow 
Peon Accordingly, the petitioner was examined by the 
Medical department of Southern Railway from 22-3-99. 
Ex. W14 is the xerox copy of the medical report and the 
Railway Doctor has certified that the Petitioner was fit to 
attend his duties on 18-3-99. A perusal of the medical 
report under Ex. W14 would show that no abnormal 
behaviour of the Petitioner has been found out by the 
Medical Officer during the period he was kept under 
observation and detailed assessment The Doctor himself 
has recorded in the medical report that the patient who 
reports with his father denies all that is mentioned in the 
official letter. The Doctor, the Honorary Consultant 
Psychiatrist, to whom the Petitioner was referred has 
opined on examination that the Petitioner is 
psychologically fit to join duty. From this, it is evident 
that only to get rid of this Petitioner from employment 
and to provide that work to the husband of the servant- 
maid employed by the wife of the officer, these steps have 
taken purposely by the said officer. Hence, it is mala fide 
and the Petitioner has never behaved irregularly and had 
quarrelled with other Bungalow Peons in the colony as 
alleged by the officer in his memo dated 19-3-99 The 
xerox copy of the same is Ex. W16. Then the concerned 
officer without any reason has told the Petitioner suddenly 
on 13-2-2000 that he need not come to work from that 
day The Petitioner was issued termination of service letter 


dated -18-4-2000 informing him that the officer under 
whom he was engaged has decided to retrench him due to 
surrender of post Bungalow Peon and in view of the same, 
his services as Bungalow Peon are terminated w.e.f. 
18-4-2000 and except that no reason has been given in 
that order itself. Hence, the impugned order is illegal and 
against the principles of natural justice. For the allegation 
of the concerned officer that the conduct of the Petitioner 
is not good and abnormal, no enquiry has been conducted 
to arrive at a conclusion to terminate the Petitioner from 
service He would further contend that the termination of 
the Petitioner from service apart from mala fide, it is 
vindictive and unfair labour practice. The exhibits filed 
on the side of the Petitioner would show that there is motive 
for the Respondent to terminate the services of the 
Petitioner. It is also his contention that juniors in service 
to this Petitioner still working in the office of the 
Respondent and the provision under section 25G of the 
Industrial Disputes Act has not been followed by the 
Respondent for implementing the procedure that the ‘last 
come—first go’. Hence, the order is bad in law Further, 
the Respondent has failed to comply with the provisions 
of Section 25N of the Industrial Disputes Act and therefore, 
the termination order is illegal and unfair labour practice. 

7 The learned counsel for the Respondent would 
contend that the post of Bungalow Lascar is the choice 
post and on the recommendation of the officer only the 
appointment is made and it is not governed by normal 
recruitment rules and the service of the Petitioner in the 
post is purely temporary and contractual in nature and in 
the appointment order itself, it was clearly instructed that 
his service may be terminated at any time without any 
notice or if found unsatisfactory or in the case of officer 
not requiring his sendee or for want of post For which, 
the learned counsel for the Respondent relied upon letters 
of the respondent dated 4-6-77, 11-03-87 The xerox 
copies of those letters are Ex. M2 and M3. He would 
further contend that the Petitioner is not a workman as 
defined under Section 2F of the Industrial Disputes Act, 
because, the place of work of the Petitioner is the residence 
of the officer, which is not an ‘industry’. Even though, 
the Petitioner has been issued with an appointment order, 
he cannot be construed as a workman and therefore, the 
provisions of the Industrial Disputes Act cannot be 
invoked by the Petitioner. It is his further contention that 
though initially the Petitioner’s service was satisfactory, 
the same was deteriorated in the course of time and his 
service was found to be unsatisfactory and further due to 
his irrational behaviour he was directed for medical 
examination and was kept under medical observation by 
Senior DMO for quite some period and subsequent to 
his resuming duty on 19-3-99, he was issued a memo 
calling for explanation for irrational behaviour and the 
Petitioner failed to give any explanation and due to the 
unsatisfactory work and the service of the Petitioner were 
no longer required by the officer, and on his surrender of 
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that post, the Petitioner was terminated from service w.e.f. 
18-4-2000. Even though the Petitioner is not a workman, 
the provisions of Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 has been 
invoked and retrenchment compensation was paid as per 
Section 25F of the Industrial Disputes Act. He would 
further contend that the appointment of Bungalow Lascar 
is not governed by normal recruitment rules because the 
post occupied by the Petitioner is temporary, contractual 
in nature and choice post and therefore, the ‘last come— 
first go’ principle is not applicable, as per the provisions 
under Section 25G of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 
and the Petitioner’s service is governed according to the 
conditions stipulated in the appointment order. He would 
further contend that as per para 1502 (1) of Indian Railways 
Establishment Manual Vol. I when a person without a lien 
on a permanent post under Govt, is appointed to hold a 
temporary post or to officiate in a permanent post is entitled 
to no notice of termination of his service. As per the above 
rule, the Petitioner has no lien over the post, therefore, he 
is not a railway employee or railway servant. As per the 
decisions of the Courts, the service of the temporary 
employee, who have no lien over the post, can be 
terminated without assigning any reason, in terms of 
appointment order and it will not amount to retrenchment 
and Article 311 of Constitution is not attracted. Hence, 
the action of CSTE/construction/Southern Railway in 
terminating the services of the Petitioner is justified. 

8. A perusal of the documents filed on either side 
would clearly show that the argument advanced by the 
learned counsel for the Respondent cannot be accepted as 
correct. Ex. W4 is the office order dated 1-6-96 for 
engagement of the Petitioner as substitute Bungalow 
Lascar Teferred to the approval given by the competent 
authority subject to all the terms and conditions stipulated 
in letters dated 4-5-77 and 11-3-87. From this, it is evident 
that it is not an appointment made personally by the 
concerned officer Sri B. Krishnakumar in his personal 
capacity. On the other hand, it is an office order passed 
by the office of Chief Workshop Manager, Sigfial & 
Telecommunication/workshop Podanur, on the approval 
given by the competent authority. That two letters referred 
to in Ex. W4 are Ex. M2 and M3. Under these two letters, 
the requisite qualification for the person to be appointed 
as a Bungalow Lascar has been clearly mentioned. It is 
mentioned therein that such appointment will be given 
after passing of the prescribed medical examination and 
those employed as Bungalow Lascars will be eligible for 
regular absorption as Lascars after three years continuous 
service either in open line or construction and that if the 
officers concerned have not required such persons in the 
Bungalow due to transfer or by the successors, they should 
be transferred as Lascars only in offices against existing 
class IV vacancies and will seek fiirth^rjjvenue along with 
office peons. It is further mentioned in Ex. M3 letter that 
a Bungalow Lascar becomes eligible for ’absorption in 
regular service only after he completes three years service 

si* 72. i -2>- 


and after reviewing the instructions and with the approval 
of the General Manager, it lias beeh decided that Bungalow 
Lascars who have completed one year service may be 
considered for absorption in regular service as office peons 
etc. From these, it can be concluded that though it is 
mentioned in the appointment order Ex. W3 that it may 
not confer on the Petitioner any claim for regular 
appointment, it cannot be termed as temporary 
appointment or contractual appointment as contended by 
the learned counsel for the Respondent. Further in E.\. 
W3 itself, it is mentioned that the engagement and further 
absorption is subject to all the terms and conditions 
stipulated in terms of letters dated 4-6-77 and 11-3-87, 
Ex. M2 and M3. Therefore, it cannot be contended that 
the Petitioner’s appointment is only a choice appointment 
made by the concerned officer. On the other hand, from 
the materials available in this case, it can be concluded 
that it is a proper appointment made by the competent 
authority after following the procedure for such 
appointment, like subjecting the applicant for medical 
examination before offering him the appointment 

9 Ex. M1 is the xerox copy of the page 116 of Chapter 
XV of Indian Railway Establishment Manual 
Vol. I. Under this Chapter XV terms and conditions applicable 
to railway servants as substitute temporary servant have 
been given The learned counsel for the Respondent in 
his argument has referred to the provisions in this 
Establishment Manual for his contention that the petitioner 
is not having a lien on permanent post and hence he is not 
entitled to any notice for termination of his service. On 
the other hand, by relying upon this terms and conditions 
under para 1501 (I) it can be said that it is an admission on 
the Respondent side that the Petitioner has been recognised 
as temporary railway servant. Under para 1502, the 
procedure to be adopted has been envisaged when 
terminating the services of temporary railway servant. 
Under such circumstances, the contention of the learned 
counsel for the Respondent that the Petitioner cannot be 
considered as a workman, who can invoke the provisions 
of the Industrial Disputes Act is incorrect. Further, the 
exhibits filed on the side of the Petitioner as terminatior 
notice under Ex. W23 which provides for retrenchmen 
compensation and the notice of retrenchment given b 
the employer to the Government under Clause C of Sectio 
25F and the order of termination of the Petitioner froi 
service dated 19-4-2000 issued by the Chief Signal jhv 
Telecommunication Engineer, Construction, gotoshmvtlu; 
the' argulnent advanced by the learned counsel for the 
Respondent cannot be accepted as correct. Ex. W21 is the 
xerox .copy of the pay bills issued to the Petitioner for the 
months of January, February and March, 2001, which has 
been issued by Southern Railway, Chennai, In these pay 
bills, the scale of pay of the Petitioner, next increment 
date and date of retirement has been given and the date of 
retirement has been shown as 31-10-2003. Further, it is 
seen from the pay bills that the deductions have been made 
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from the pay of the Petitioner Sri M. Senthil Kumar 
towards provident fund subscription, CGEIS etc. From 
all tjiese documentary evidence, it cannot be said that the 
Petitioner employment is only a temporary one and one 
such.Bungalow Lascar post is not a sanctioned post. As 
argued by the learned counsel by the Petitioner and it is 
seen from the termination order of the Petitioner issued 
by the Respondent, for the termination of the Petitioner 
from service, no reason has been given. Further, for that 
alleged acts of misconduct of the Petitioner that while he 
was in service had quarrelled with maid-servant, and 
behaved in an irrational manner, no charge memo has been 
issued to him and no enquiry has been conducted to find 
him guilty of those alleged misconducts. Therefore, as 
contended by the learned counsel for the Petitioner in his 
argument that the temination is not according to the 
provisions of law. Further, it is alleged in the Claim 
Statement itself that the concerned officer was intend to 
provide the Bungalow Lascar post of the Petitioner to the 
husband of the servant-maid employed by his wife and 
hence, the concerned officer has charged him at the later 
stage that the Petitioner is not a normal person and he is 
picking up quarrel with the servant-maid. This has not 
been denied by the respondent specifically in the counter 
statement. So the argument advanced by the learned 
counsel for the petitioner that the termination order was 
motivated by the concerned officer and it is mala fide, 
apart from it is vindictive and unfair labour practice has 
got some basis and can be accepted as correct. Further, as 
it is contended by the learned counsel for the Petitioner 
without conducting an enquiry, the termination of the 
service of the Petitioner by the Respondent through the 
impugned order is illegal and against the principles of 
natural justice. 

10 The learned counsel for the Respondent has 
referred in his argument about the dicisions of the Principal 
Bench of Central Administrative Tribunal in support of 
his contention that the Petitioner cannot claim any benefit 
under this Industrial Dispute. The facts and circumstances 
of the cases under which the Principal Bench of Central 
Administrative Tribunal has made those observations in 
that order is quite different to the facts and circumstances 
of this case. Hence, they are not applicable to the present 
case. 

11. From the above discussions, it is seen that the 
action of the CSTE/Construction/Southern Rajlway in 
terminating the services of Sri M Senthil Kumar is 
unjustified. 

12. From the available materials. It is seen that the 
Petitioner was in continuous service under the Respondent 
as a Bungalow Lascar w.e.f. 1-6-96, till he was terminated 
from service w.e.f. 18-4-2000. As per the terms mentioned 
in Ex. M3, the Bungalow Lascar who have completed one 
year service may be considered for absorption in regular 
service as an office peon etc. No evidence worth credit 


has been let in on the side of the Respondent to show that- 
the Petitioner has got any disqualification from absorption 
to regular service. So under such circumstances, in view 
of Ex. M2 and M3 circulars, the Respondent can provide 
employment to the Petitioner either as a Bungalow Lascar 
or as an Office Peon, if not immediately for want of 
vacancy, in the next immediately arising vacancy for such 
post. Thus, the point is answered accordingly 

13. In the result, an Award is passed holding that 
the Petitioner/Workman Sri M. Senthil Kumar is entitled 
to be reinstated in service and hence the Respondent is 
directed to reinstate the Petitioner Sri M. Senthil Kumar 
in service with continuity of service, back wages and all 
other benefits. No Cost. 

(Dictated to the Stenographer, transcribed and typed' 
by him, corrected and pronounced by me in the open court 
on this day the 13th March, 2002.) 

K. KARTHIKEYAN, Presiding Officer 


Witnesses Examined : 

On either side : None 

DOCUMENTS MARKED : 


For the I Party/Workman :— 


Ex. No. Date 
W1 09-03-96 

W2 30-05-96 

W3 01-06-96 

W4 01-06-96 

W5 12-10-96 

W6 25-03-97 

W7 01-08-97 


Description 

Xerox copy of the application 
submitted by the Petitioner to 
Chief Workshop Manager for the 
Post of Bungalow Peon 

Xerox copy of the letter of Chief 
Personnel Officer to CWM/S&T/ 
PTJ regarding engagement of 
Suobungalow lascar 

Xerox copy of the offer of 
appointment issued by the 
Management to the Petitioner. 

Xerox copy of the office order 
No 53/96 regarding Engagement 
of sub. bungalwo lascar. 

Xerox copy of the free pass, 
issued by the Respondent to the 
Petitioner for his journey from 
Trivendrum to Jammu Tawi. 

Xerox copy of the free pass 
issued by the Respondent to the 
Petitioner for his journey from 
Kanyakumari. 

Xerox copy of the Medical card 
issued to the Petitioner by 
Respondent Card No. 042267. 
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W8 

27-02-98 

Xerox copy of the note of Chief 
Workshop Manager, regarding 
transfer of bungalow peon. 

W9 

27-02-98 

Xerox copy of the order of 
transfer issued to the Petitioner by 
Chief Workshop Manager. 

W10 

10-02-98 

Xerox copy of the II Class free 
pass (ssued by Respondent to the 
Petitioner for his journey from 
Kanyakumar to Okha. 

Wll 

22-06-98 

Xerox copy of the warning letter 
issued by CSTE/CN-II to the 
Petitioner. 

W12 

03-10-98 

Xerox copy of the vaccination 
card of Petitioner. 

W13 

22-02-99 

Xerox copy of the note of CSTE 
with regard to Medical 
examination of the Petitioner. 

W14 

23-02-99 

Xerox copy of the prescription 
memo in respect of the Petitioner. 

W15 

01-01-99 

Xerox copy of the memorandum 
showing leave Credit particulars 
as on 1 -1 -99 of the staff of CSTE/ 
CN/MAS. 

W16 

19-03-99 

Xerox copy of the memo issued 
by CSTE/CN-II to the Petitioner 
calling for explanation for his 
misbehaviour. 

W17 

22-02-99 

Xerox copy of the II class 
Railway free pass issued by 
Respondent to the Petitioner for 
his journey from Tiruchendur to 
Jammu Tawi 

W18 

Nil 

Xerox copy of the casual leave 
register in respect of Petitioner 
showing R.H. and casual leave at 
his Credit for the year 2000 

W19 

Nil 

Xerox copy of the casual leave 
register in respect of Petitioner 
showing R.H and casual leave at 
his credit for the year 1999. 

W20 

Nil 

Xerox copy of the II Class 
residential card pass issued to the 
Petitioner. 

W21 

January to 
March, 2000 

Xerox copy of the pay bill issued 
to the Petitioner. 

W22 

17-04-2000 

Xerox copy of the cheque for 
Rs. 16,658 issued by Respondent 
to the Petitioner 


,W23 

18-04-2000 

Xerox copy of the letter of Senior 
Signal & Telecommunication 
Engineer to the Petitioner 
intimating the termination of 
Petitioner from service. 

W24 

19-04-2000 

Xerox copy of the order of 
termination issued by Chief 
Signal & Telecommunication 
Engineer. 

W25 

03-04-2000 

Xerox copy of the application of 
Petitioner to the Chief Personnel 
Officer for his absorption on 
Permanent basis. 

W26 

11-04-2000 

Xerox copy of the letter of 
Petitioner to the Chief Personnel 
Officer for regularisation of his 
attendance. 

W27 

24-03-2000 

Xerox copy of the representation 
of the Petitioner’s Father to the 
Chief Personnel Officer, Chennai 
requesting transfer to the 
Petitioner. 

For the II Party /Management:— 

Ex. No. 

Date 

Description 

Ml 

Nil 

Xerox copy of Para 1502 (1) of 
IREM Vof I. 

M2 

04-06-97 

Xerox copy of the letter of CPO/ 
MAS regarding appointment and 
discharge of Bungalow Peon. 

M3 

11-03-87 

Xerox copy of the letter of CPO/ 
MAS regarding appointment and 
discharge of Bungalow Peon. 


19 TR, 2002 


cFT. 3TT. 1273!—3Tf*#m, 1947 
(1947 ^ 14) % tTTIT 17 % SPjwtii P, 
yi*-Tl u l'%1, 7 Fn%'5H^f%% Pl^lvsiobf 3tR viH^i =h l 4 0 l , >lt) 
% «frg, 3t%«i ff 3fratf%i f%rc ^ ttwr 
sfratfw 3lf%W5T % 2, «PT^p; % 7%1T 146 

3 f% 1997) % f, 'aft Tr^fiK 

19-3-2002 7R1 ^3TT *H I 

[71. T^-12012/93/97-31l£aiR.(%I) j 

3T3H ^m, Tfwtr 

New Delhi, the 19th March, 2002 

S.O. 1273.—In pursuance of Section 17 ;jf the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947). the (t itrai 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. FV 146 
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of 1997) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal 
No. 2, Dhanbad as shown in the annexure in the Industrial 
Dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management of Magadh Gramin Bank, Gaya and their 
workman, which was received by the Central Government 
on 19-3-2002. 

[No. L-12012/93/97-IR(B-I)] 
AJAY KUMAR. Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL (NO. 2) AT DHANBAD 

PRESENT 

Shri B Biswas, Presiding Officer. 

In the matter of an Industnal Dispute under Section 
10(1 )(d) of the I.D. Act., 1947 

REFERENCE NO. 146 of 1997 

PARTIES: Employers in relation to the 

management of Magadh Gramin Bank, 
Gaya and their workman. 

APPEARANCES : 

On behalf of the Workman : Shri B. Prasad, 

President, 

Bihar Provincial 
Gramin Bank 
Employees Association 

On behalf of the Employers : Shri S Choudhury, 

Sr. Manager 

State: Jharkhand Industry Banking 

Dated, Dhanbad, the 28th February, 2002 

AWARD 

The Govt, of India, Ministry of Labour, in exercise of 
the powers conferred on them under Section 10(l)(d) of the 
ID. Act., 1947 has referred the following dispute to this 
Tribunal for adjudication vide their Order 
No. L-12012/93/97-1.R (B) dated, the 12th December, 1997. 

SCHEDULE 

“Whether the action of the management of Magadh 
Gramin Bank, Gaya in terminating the workman 
Sh. Ram Niwas Singh w.e.f. 24-1-96 is legal and 
justified ? If not, to what relief the said workman is 
entitled to ?” 

2. The case of the concerned workman according 
to the W.S. in brief is as follows : 

The concerned workman in his W.S. submitted that 
he was appointed as a Messenger-cum-Sweeper by the 
management at Kapasia. P S. Paraiya, Distt Gaya with 
effect from 30-12-88 at daily wages of Rs 2. He submitted 
that to perform his duties he had to attend his office at 
Kapasia branch from 10.00 A M. To 5 P.M. and in course 
of discharge of his duties as Messenger-cum-Sweeper he 


had to undertake different works under direction of the 
management namely Sweeping of Bank premises, serving 
drinking water, tea, snacks etc. to Branch Manager, 
valuable customers, visiting officials i.e. Inspectors, Area 
Managers, General Manager and Chairman, bringing all 
banks’s records before the Branch Manager for working 
and keeping the same at proper place. After work he 
submitted that in course of his work there he submitted 
several representations before the management for 
regularisation of his service as he worked continuously 
for more than 240 days in each calendar year but the 
management did not pay any heed to his representations. 
All of a sudden on the contrary the management 
discharged him from his normal duties on 24-1-96 
without giving any notice. Accordingly the concerned 
workman raised an industrial dispute before the ALC(^) _ 
for conciliation proceeding which ultimately resulted in 
reference to this Tribunal. The concerned workman 
accordingly has prayed for passing an Award directing 
the management to reinstate him with full back wages 
and regularise him in service. 

3. The management on the contrary after filing 
W.S.-cum-rejoinder have denied all the claims and 
allegation which the concerned workman asserted in their 
W.S. The management submitted that the concerned 
workman was never appointed to the post of Messenger- 
cum-Sweeper at Kapasiia branch by any order The 
management also denied the fact that the concerned 
workman performed all the duties which he disclosed in 
his W.S. under direction of the management. They further 
submitted that as the concerned workman was never 
appointed or engaged by the management ip any form of 
Messenger-cum-Sweeper or on daily wage basis so his 
request for his regularisation in service and his claim for 
working more than 240 days was nothing but a concocted 
story. Accordingly the management submitted that the 
concerned workman is not entitled to get any relief which 
he has prayed for. 

4 T,he points for consideration in this reference 

are : 

“Whether the action of the management of Magadh 
Gramin Bank, Gaya in terminating the workman 
Sh. Ram Niwas Singh w.e.f. 24-1-96 is legal and 
justified? If not, to what relief the workman is 
entitled to?” 

DECISION WITH REASONS 

5. The concerned workman in order to substantiate 
his claim examined himself as witness in the instant case 
in course of hearing while the management declined to 
adduce any evidence On the contrary' by filing a petition 
further relied on the facts which they have asserted in 
their W.S -cum-rejomder. WW-1 i.e the concerned 
workman in course of evidence disclosed that he was 
engaged by the management at Kapasia branch of Magadh 
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Gramin Bank as Messenger-cum-Sweeper. He further 
submitted that in discharge of his duties he not only used 
to sweep the bank premises, but also used to hand over 
the bank registers to the staff after taking the same from 
the almirah and also to used to keep them in his almirah 
after working. He also used to carry dak to the post office 
and also used to supply drinking water to the staff. As 
part of his duties he also used to stitch the vouchers. He 
submitted that all these duties he had to perform during 
office hours from 8.30 A M. to 5.30 P.M. He submitted 
that he was employed by the said bank under direction of 
the management. He further submitted that he worked 
there from 30-12-88 to 23-1-96 and worked for more than 
240 days in each calendar year during this period. He 
further submitted that he was removed from his 
employment with effect from 24-1-96. He alleged that 
inspite of rendering all services to the management the 
management did not enhance his wages but all along paid 
him Rs. 2. per day till the date of his discharge from 
service. He disclosed that before his removal from 
employment the management neither issued any notice 
nor paid any compensation. Accordingly he submitted 
several representations before management for his 
reinstatement and regularisation of his service but the 
management did not pay any importance to his 
representation. In support of his claim the concerned 
workman relied on relevant papers marked as Ext. W-l 
to W-6. In course of hearing representative of the 
concerned workman relying on documents marked as Ext. 
W-2 submitted that the concerned workman not only 
made his representation before the management but also 
his representation was duly forwarded by the Branch 
Manager of Kapasia Branch admitting the facts of his 
rendering service as a Messenger-cum-Sweeper since the 
period from the date of his joining till the date of his 
discharge. He also submitted other representation in 
support of his claim. The witness i.e. the concerned 
workman was not cross-examined by the management 
inspite of his getting opportunity after his examination in 
chief. On the contrary the representative of the 
management submitted that the concerned workman was 
never engaged by the management as Messenger-cum- 
Sweeper at Kapasia Branch. The concerned workman in 
course of hearing relied on the recommendation of the 
Branch Manager which he made in his representation. 
The said recommendation during evidence was marked 
as Ext. W-2/2.1 have considered the recommendation of 
the Branch Manager which clearly exposed that the 
concerned workman worked under the management with 
effect from 30-12-88 till 23-1-96 regularly. The 
management did not consider necessary to examine the 
Branch Manager who recommended the case of the 
concerned workman in course of hearing in order to rebut 
the claim of the concerned workman. Therefore, there is 
sufficient reason to believe that the concerned workman 
worked at Kapasia Branch under the management from 


30-12-88 to 23-1-96. Now question is under which 
capacity the concerned workman worked under the 
management for such long years. It is not expected that 
until and unless any person is engaged he will be allowed 
to work under any establishment There is sufficient reason 
to believe that no appointment letter was issued in writing 
in favour of the concerned workman. He worked there 
on the basis of the direction given to him orally. It is 
further seen against rendering his service the management 
used to pay him Rs. 2 per day as his wages from the date 
of his joining till the date of his discharge from service. 
The said payment was made from the Banks exchequer. 
It is not the case of the management that the concerned 
workman was engaged absolutely on contract basis to 
perform a particular job. The concerned workman during 
his evidence specifically submitted that he worked under 
the management at Kapasia branch from 10.00 A M. to 
5.00 P.M. It shows therefore clearly that he had to render 
his service all throughout office hours every day. It has 
been further claimed by the concerned workman that in 
discharge of his duties not only he used to sweeper the 
Bank’s premises but also used to carry daks to post office 
and also had to undertake other works which he 
specifically mentioned in course of his evidence and in 
his W.S. It is the specific claim of the concerned workman 
that he worked for more than 240 days in each calendar 
year during the period of his service under the 
management. The Branch Manager Kapasia could not be 
considered as competent person to rebut all such claim 
of the concerned workman but the management did not 
consider necessary to examine him as witness in the 
instant case. As such at this stage I find little scQpe to 
deny the claim of the concerned workman about his 
engagement as Messenger-cum-Sweeper under the 
management for the period which has already been 
mentioned above. It is the contention of the management 
that as the concerned workman was not appointed by the 
management he could not be consider as workman 
according to Section 2(00) of the I D Act. It is now 
settle principle of law as per decision of different High 
Courts and Hon’ble Supreme Court that casual workers 
are also to be considered as workman. Had that not been 
so the Ministry of Labour, Govt, of India would not have 
referred this case for adjudication when conciliation 
proceeding failed before the ALC (Q Therefore the 
argument extended by the representative of the 
management finds no basis at all in relation to the claim 
that the concerned workman is not a workman under 
Section 2(00) of the I D Act. In view of my discussion 
above it is clear that the concerned workman worked 
under the management for the period mentioned above 
as Sweeper-cum-Messenger at a daily wages of Rs. 2. 
per day. Facts and circumstances have exposed clearly 
that appointment of the concerned workman was casual 
in nature. Management inspite of getting ample 
opportunity has failed to produce a single scrap of paper 
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to rebut the claim of the concerned workman that he did 
not work more than 240 days in each calendar year during 
the period in question. On the contrary endorsement of 
the Branch Manager Kapasia Branch has substantiated 
the claim of the concerned workman. Accordingly it was 
mandatory on the part of the Management to give notice 
to the concerned workman under Section 25F of the I D. 
Act., 1947 but the management inspite of keeping 
knowledge of the mandatory provision of law discharged 
him from his service as casual worker. In the decisions 
reported in 2001 LAB I.C. 2220, 2001 Lab IC 2243 2001- 
II-LLJ, P 1610. Their Lordships of the Hon’ble Calcutta 
High Court, Delhi High Court and Punjab and Haryana 
High Court observed dearly that termination of casual 
workmen from service without complying with the 
provision of Section 25F of the I D. Act was improper 
and for which he is entitled to reinstatement On the 
contrary the management relying on the decision passed 
by CGIT No. 1, Dhanbad in Ref. No. 338/86 which 
subsequently was affirmed by the Hon’ble High Court, 
Patna Ranchi Bench in disposing of CWJC No. 1987(R) 
submitted that the case of the concerned workman can 
not be taken up for consideration in any manner. On the 
contrary representative of the concerned workman 
submitted that subsequent to the said Award passed by 
CGIT No 1, Dhanbad. The Hon’ble Apex Court over 
several disputes of like nature suggested that a reference 
of the dispute may be made by the Govt, to national 
Tribunal presided over by a Retired Chief Justice to 
consider all dispute raised by RRB employees. 
Accordingly, the Govt, of India by its notification No. 
235 dtd. 26-11-87 published in the Gazette of India 
referred the dispute arising out of the Writ Petition to the 
National Tribunal set up specially for disposing of all the 
issues raised by RRB employees. The said Tribunal was 
headed by the Chairman, Mr. Justice S. Obul Reddy. After 
hearing the RRB employees and respondents learned 
Presiding Officer of the National Tribunal passed the 
Award on 30-4-90 in connection with reference 1 of 1988. 
In paras 4.407,4.408 and 4.420 the Hon’ble Judge of the 
National Tribunal clearly observed the following :— 

Para 4.407 

The case Dhirendra Chamoli and another Vs. State 
of UP (1986)(1) SCC 637 was one where the employees 
in the service of different Nehru Yuvak Kendras appointed 
on daily wages asked for parity in scales of pay and 
conditions of service with Class IV employees in the 
Government. Their complaint was that there were number 
of persons who were engaged by their Kendra as casual 
workers on daily wages, though they were doing the same 
work as those of Class IV employees appointed on regular 
basis. The defence was that the Kendras were started at 
different places in the country as temporary ones and that 
they have not been made permanent and there were no 
sanctioned posts of Class IV employees and therefore they 


were engaged by different Kendra as Class IV employees 
on daily wages basis. The contention of the Government 
was repelled by the learned Judges by observing that — 

“The fact that these employees accepted 
employment with full knowledge that they will be 
paid only daily wages and they will not get the same 
salary and conditions of service as other Class IV 
employees, cannot provide an escape to this Central 
Government to avoid the mandate of equality 
enshrined in Article 14 of the Constitution. This 
article declares, that there shall be equality before 
law and equal protection of the law and implicit in 
it is the further principle that there must be equal 
pay for work of equal value. These employees who 
are in the service of the different Nehru Yuvak 
Kendras in the country and who are admittedly 
performing the same duties as class IV employees, 
must therefore get the same salary and conditions 
of service as Class IV employees. It makes no 
difference whether they are appointed in sanctioned 
posts or not. So long as they are performing the 
same duties, they must receive the same salary and 
conditions of service as Class IV employees.” 

Para 4.408 

The Supreme Court referred to the above case and 
followed it in the case of Daily Rated Casual Labour 
employed under P & T Department through Hartiya Dak 
Tar Mazdoor Manch Vs. Union of India & Others (AIR 
1987 SC 2342). That was a case whether the petitioners 
were working as daily rated casual labour in the postal 
and telegraph department. The daily rated casual labour 
included three broad categories of workers namely 
unskilled, semi-skilled and skilled. The main complaint 
of the petitioners in that case is identical with the 
complaint of the petitioners (part time messengers) before 
me that they have been working for the last 10 years as 
casual part time sweepers. In the above case the principal 
complaint of the petitioners was that even though many 
of them had been working for the last ten years as casual 
labours, the wages paid to them were very low and far 
less than the salary and allowances paid to the regular 
employees of the Posts and Telegraph Department 
belonging to each of the categories referred to above and 
that no scheme had been prepared by the Union of India 
to absorb them regularly in its service and consequently 
they had been denied the benefits such as increments, 
pension, leave facilities etc. which were enjoyed by those 
who had been recruited regularly. The respondents therein 
contended inter alia since the petitioners belong to-the 
category of casual labour and were not being regularly 
employed, they were not entitled to the same privileges 
which the regular employees were enjoying The Supreme 
Court repelled the contention of the respondent- 
Government and followed its earlier decision in Dhirendra 
Chamoli Vs. State of U P. The learned Judges therefore 
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directed the Union of India and other respondents to pay 
wages to the workmen who were employed as casual 
labour belonging to several categories of employees in 
the Postal and Telegraph Department as the rates 
equivalent to the minimum pay in the pay scales of the 
regularly employed workers in the corresponding cadres. 

Para 4.428 

So far as the equation of posts and the consequent 
fixation of the new scales of pay, allowances and other 
benefits for officer and other employees of the RRBs on 
par with the officers and other employees of comparable 
level in corresponding posts in sponsor banks in 
corresponding posts of comparable level it is a matter 
which has to be decided by the Central Government in 
consultation with such authorities as it may consider 
necessary. This will also include the pay scales, benefits, 
other allowances and fitment of sub-staff of the RRBs 
with the sub-staff of sponsor banks. This Award is 
accordingly passed and it shall cover all the existing 
RRBs. The Award shall be given effect to from 1st day 
of September, 1987. 

On the basis of that Award NABARD issued a 
circular dated 20-3-99 wherein it has been clearly 
observed the following .— 

“If a problem of regularisation of the part time 
messenger-cum-sweepers in the absence of proper 
records is appreciated. It is therefore decided that 
all those employees in sub-staff cadre who were in 
the service of the RRB as on 22nd February 1991 
(the date on which GOI had notified acceptance of 
NIT Award read with the Equation Committee 
Report) and who have completed 240 days of 
continuous service after that date may be treated as 
regular employees of RRBs with effect from 
22-2-1991. It is however, decided that in respect of 
‘employees whose cases have already been settled/ 
regularised prior to that date need not be reopened. ” 

It is seen clearly that the concerned workman was 
under employment under the management with effect 
from 30-12-88 to 23-1-96. It is the clear claim of the 
concerned workman that during this period he worked 
continuously for more than 240 days in each calendar 
year and also performed his duties continuously from 
10.00 A M. to 5.00 P.M. every day. As no sufficient 
material on the part of the management is forthcoming 
before this Tribunal to rebut the claim of the concerned 
workman there is no reason to disbelieve his claim. The 
decisions of the NIT and thereafter consequent to that 
decision Circular issued by the NABARD shows clearly 
that the casual employees of RRB were entitled to be 
regularised subject to the condition that they completed 
more than 240 days of work in each calendar year as on 
22-2-91. As the concerned workman was in employment 
long before this stipulated date and also as he completed 


continuous service of more than 240 days in a year his 
claim definitely could not be ignored by the management 
though it is seen that the management inspite of receiving 
different representations from the concerned workman 
ignored his claim without assigning any reason 
particularly when it has been established from the 
endorsement made by the BM in Ext. W-2/1 that the 
concerned workman worked continuously at Kapasia 
Branch under the management during the period 
mentioned above case a casual worker and for which the 
management paid him wages @ Rs. 2/- per day. 
Considering all aspects there is sufficient reason to believe 
that the management arbitrarily and illegally violating the 
principles of natural justice ignored the claim of the 
concerned workman though he fulfilled the criteria for 
getting himself regularised in the service of the 
Messenger-cum-Sweeper in view of the Award passed 
by NIT and also in view of the circular issued by the 
NABARD. Accordingly after careful consideration of all 
the facts and circumstances I hold that the management’s 
refusal to regularise the services of the concerned 
workman as Messenger-cum-Sweeper was illegal, 
arbitrary' and against the principles of natural justice, 
particularly when there is no evidence to the effect that 
there was regular Messenger-cum-Sweeper posted in the 
said branch during the period in question. 

In the result, the following Award is rendered .— 
“The action of the management of Magadh Gramin 
Bank, Gaya in terminating the workman Sh Ram 
Niwas Singh w.e.f. 24-1-96 is not justified. 
Consequently, the management to reinstate him to 
his original post and to regularise his services as 
Messenger-cum-Sweeper from the date of his 
termination. However, the concerned workman will 
not be entitled to get any back wages.” 

B. BISWAS, Presiding Officer. 

19 RT< 2002 

311.1274.—afratftwfqqR 1947 (1947 

14) ^ RRT 17 % SFfSRfT IN? 

% NH appm -$■ isMPw fqw? 

sifilclHui % M-olie (ri^f tjoMi 18 3TT7> 

1991) WtfTTct t, # %‘ :: 3rhT 7TUFR 

19-3-2002 RTRT*TT I 

[N. Rc7-i2012/165/91-^.3TR.(Rt-I)] 
3Esm jjiRK, aifenrl 
New Delhi, the 19th March, 2002 

S.O. 1274.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947(14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 18 of 
1991). of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal 
Kolkata as shown in the annexure in the Industrial Dispute 
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between the employers in relation to the management of 
Bank of Tokyo Ltd., and their workman, which was 
received by the Central Government on 19-3-2002. 

[No. L-12012/165/91 -IR(B-I)] 
AJAY KUMAR, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL 
AT KOLKATA 


Reference No. 18 of 1991 


Parties : Employers in relation to the management of 
Bank of Tokyo Limited 

AND 

Their workmen. 

Present: Mr. Justice Bharat Prasad Sharma 


Appearance: 

On behalf of 
Management 

On behalf of: 
Workmen 

State 


.Presiding Officer 

Mr, D. Mukherjee. Advocate 

Mr. R Chattopadhyay, Member of the 
Central Committee of the Bank 
Employees’ Federation of India 

West Bengal 


Industry Banking 

Dated : 11th March, 2002 


AWARD 


By Order No. L-12012/165/91-I R.(B-III) dated 
18-06-1991 the Central Government in exercise of its 
powers under section 10(l)(d) and (2A) of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 referred the following dispute to this 
Tribunal for adjudication : 

“Whether the action of the management of the Bank 
of Tokyo Ltd., Calcutta, in terminating the service 
or Shri Tarun Tapan Das, part-time Computer 
Operator, w.c.f. 12-3-90 is legal and justified? If 
not. to what relief he is entitled to ' r 


2 The case was called out today, but none of the 
parties respond It appears that on 15-01 -1992 when the 
matter was called out the Tribunal was informed by the 
representative of the union that a writ petition under 
Article 226 of the Constitution of India was Tiled before 
the Hon'blc Calcutta High Court and the Hon’blc High 
Court had passed an order allowing the writ petition. It 
also appears that the representative has produced a copy 
of the order dated 12th December. 1991 passed by 
Hon’blc Mr. Justice S Chattcrjcc of the Hon’blc Calcutta 
High Court However, the then Presiding Officer of this 
Tribunal has observed that the copy is not certified and 
also not authenticated copy or xerox copy, but, however, 
there were no dispute or doubt about the order passed. In 


this view of the matter, the then Presiding Officer directed 
the office to send it to the Registrar of the High Court for 
placing the same before the Hon’ble Judge for 
ascertaining how such a copy has been produced. 
Accordingly, the matter was left pending at this stage, 
but since then no reply was received from the Registrar 
of the Hon’ble High Court and when the matter was put 
up before me on 19-7-2001,1 directed the office to write 
to the Registrar of the High Court in this regard and also 
to issue notices to the parties to clarify the position. 
Thereafter, on 28-08-2001 the representative of the union 
appeared and submitted that order in question was passed 
by the Single Bench of the Hon’ble High Court of Calcutta 
queshing the present reference, but appeal was preferred 
to the Division Bench and he has no knowledge as to 
what has happened in the appeal and, therefore, he 
was directed to furnish the details by the next date i.e., 
07-11-2001. On that date the representative of the 
management appeared, but he did not clarify the position. 
Accordingly, the representative of the workman was 
directed to inform the Tribunal about the latest position 
Since thereafter on two previous dates i.e. on 10-12-2001 
and 17-01 -2002 no one appeared and today also none of 
the parties is present. It appears from the copy of the order 
filed on behalf of the management on 17-01-1992 that 
the extract of the order dated 12th December, 1991 was 
issued under the signature of the Assistant Registrar of 
the Hon’ble High Court of Calcutta. 

3 In this view of the matter, I do not think 
absolutely any necessity to verify the authenticity of the 
paper filed when the other side has also not raised any 
objection as it appears from the order dated 15-01-1992 
itself. It appears that the representative of the union had 
earlier said that an appeal before a Division Bench of the 
Hon’ble High Court was filed against this order, but no 
intimation has been received by this Tribunal uptill now 
in this regard. Therefore, it is clear that the order of the 
Single Bench of the Hon’ble High Court passed on 12th 
December, 1991 has not been disturbed, nor any such 
order has been passed by the Division Bench uptill now. 
Parties are also not taking any interest for the last several 
dates which clearly indicates that they have no interest 
left in the matter. 

4. In this view of the matter, it becomes clear that 
the reference in question stands quashed and the order of 
the Honble High Court dated 12th December, 1991 has 
to be treated as final and there does not appear to be any 
necessity to keep the matter pending any further. It, 
therefore, appears to be a case of “No Dispute”. 

5 Accordingly, a “No Dispute" Award is passed 
and the reference is disposed of. 

Dated, Kolkata, the 11 th March, 2002 

B.P. SHARMA. Presiding Officer 

E5 fevft, 13 EUt, 2002 

m 3TT. 1275.—dfldlPl* faETC 1947 (1947 
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14) % qra 17 % aTJTTOl 3, %% ^7 %fR 

% 84% '4>H%Rl %%K 
argsro Tf Prf*S afratfw 4f %% WRTC sftdlfiiefi- 
aifwtiT, ^#15 % wmz ( 71% TOT 358/2000 ) %t M^lfifRt 
4-Rcft ij, %^%T %t 18-3-2002 %t TRT 1131T *TT 1 

[U hcH40012/303/2000-3% 3TK.(%3J,) ] 
3>ci9h TFT ? TRT, 3 #ffttt 
New Delhi, the 18th March, 2002 

S.O. 1275. —In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947(14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref No. 358/ 
2000) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal/ 
Labour Court, Chandigarh now as shown in the Annexure 
in the Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation 
to the management of Telecom. Deptt. and their workman, 
which was received by the Central Government on 
18-3-2002 

[No. L-40012/303/2000-IR(DU)] 
KULDIP RAI VERMA. Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE SHRI S.M GOEL, PRESIDING OFFICER, 
CENTRAL GOVT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM- 
LABOUR COURT, CHANDIGARH 

Case No. ID 358 of 2000 

Sh. Sukhdev Singh. Ex. Lorry Driver. 

Vill & P O. : Sarorc. 

Teh. Bishnaha, 

Jammu-181123 

.Petitioner. 

Vs 

* 

The Divisional Engineer, 

Telecom. Project. Zan Talab, 

Exchange Building. 

Jammu-181123. 

.Respondent 

REPRESENTATIVES 
For the Workman None 

For the Management None 

AWARD 

(Passed on 15-2-2002) 

The Central Govt. Ministry of Labour vide 
Notification No. 40012/303/2000/IR(DU) dated 25/9/ 
2000 has referred the following dispute to this Tribunal 
for adjudication . 

“Whether the action of the management of 
Telecom. Deptt., represented by Divisional 
Engineer, Telecom. Project, Jammu in converting 

1<>72 <W?/oz - 73 


services of Sh. Sukhdev Singh, Lorry Driver as 
contract labour w.e.f. August 1987 and later or, 
terminating his services w.e.f. 17-12-99 is just and 
legal? If not, to what relief the workman is entitled 
and from which date ?” 

2. None appeared on behalf of the parties despite 
notice. It appears that parties is not interested to pursue 
with the present reference. In view of the above, the 
present reference is returned to the Central Govt, for want 
of prosecution. Central Govt be informed. 

Chandigarh. S M. GOEL, Presiding Officer 

Dated: 15-2-2002 

v ^ RtcrH, 18 2002 

W. 3tr. 1276.—1947 (194? 
14) % «nrt 17 % SEUTm A, %%N 71T4VK 
7%fTT % 37^11% % 4 <44* 3117 <75% % 

STg-iTO sMtPfF iWC A %-#q TTOiR sfraTfbT 

3 rft-i^r, ( tMtitot 377/2000) %t TFufer 

% t, % %%1 TTO7R %t 18-03-2002 %t TRT f31T *TT I 
[4. b^-40012/309/2000-3%.3ITT.(^%.) ] 

■ 574 % TPt 1 %, %T31 

New Delhi, the 18th March, 2002 
S.O. 1276.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act. 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 377/ 
,2000) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal/ 
Labour Court. Chandigarh now as shown in the Annexure 
in the Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation 
to the management of Telecom Deptt. and their workman, 
which was received by the Central Government on 
18-0.3-2002 

[No. L-40012/309/2000-IR(D.U.)] 
KULDIP RAI VERMA. Desk Officer 
ANNEXURE 

BEFORE SHRI S M. GOEL. PRESIDING OFFICER, 
CENTRAL GOVT INDUSTRIAL TR1BUNAL-CUM 
LABOUR COURT, CHANDIGARH 
Case No. ID 377 of 2000 
Sh. Murli Mishra S/o Sh. Dharshi Parasad, 

H No 186. Mauli Complex. Mauli Jagran. 

Chandigarh-160001 

. Petition! 

Vs. 

1 The Chief General Manager. Telecom 

Punjab Circle, Sector 34, 

Chandigarh-160001 
2. The Principal General Manager. 

Telecom. Sector-18. Chandigarh-160001. 

. Respondent 

REPRESENTATIVES 
For the Workman None 

For the Management G.C < htaar 
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AWARD 

(Passed on 26th February, 2002) 

The Central Govt. Ministry of Labour vide 
Notification No. 40012/309/2000/IR(DU) dated 25th 
September 2000 has referred the following dispute to this 
Tribunal for adjudication: 

“Whether the action of the management of D/o 
Telecom, Chandigarh in terminating the services 
of Sh. Murli Mishra S/o Sh. Dharshi Prasad w.e.f. 
27-2-99 is just and legal ? If not, to what relief the 
workman is entitled ?” 

2. None appeared on behalf of the workman despite 
notice It appears that workman is not interested to pursue 
with the present reference. In view of the above, the 
present reference is returned to the Central Gov't for want 
of prosecution. Central Govt be informed 

Chandigarh. S. M. GOEL. Presiding Officer 

Dated ■ 26/2/2002 

18 fH, 2002 

FIT. 3TT, 1277.— sftTjtfW fFFTC 3fWm, 1947 
(1947 F>T 14) *ITO 17 % F^FFT F, TOR 

■tfEtrc faFTP % TIFFcTF % TpsRI FFF7P % 

aT^PFHtTF sira ip i f. F f/f p afroiftre? 

srfimF, Fusbra % tfr: (tk 4 fistt 404/2000) Fit wf?m 

TOfi f, Ft FTPF pit 18-03-2002 pit FTP f3Tt *TT I 

[71. ^-40012/346/2000-3TT^.3TK.(-St.^.) ] 

(JTcT^tP 7TP PPf, ^TP* OjfqpflTt 

New Delhi, the 18th March, 2002 

S.O. 1277.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref No. 404/ 
2000) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal/ 
Labour Court, Chandigarh now as shown in the Annexure 
in the Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation 
to the management of Telecom Deptt and their workman, 
which was received by the Central Government on 
18-03-2002. 

|No. L-40012/346/2000-IR(D U )[ 
KULDIP RAI VERMA. Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE SHRI S.M GOEL, PRESIDING OFFICER, 
CENTRAL GOVT. INDUSTRIAL TRIBUN AL-CUM- 
LABOUR COURT, CHANDIGARH 

Case No 404 of 2000 

Sh. Balwan Singh 

C/o Sh. R K Sharma, H. No. 372, 

Sector 20- A, Chandigarh-160001 

... Petitioner. 


Vs. 

1. The Chief General Manager, Telecom. 

Punjab Circle, Sector 34, 

C handigarh-160001 

2. The Principal General Manager, 

Telecom. Sector-18, Chandigarh-160001. 

.Respondent 

REPRESENTATIVES 
For the Workman None 

For the Management Sh. G. C. Babbar 

AWARD 

(Passed on 26th February, 2002) 

The Central Govt. Ministry of Labour vide 
Notification No. L 40012/346/2000/IR(DU) dated 28th 
September. 2000 has referred the following dispute to 
this Tribunal for adjudication : 

“Whether the action of Chief General Manager, 
Telecom, Punjab Circle, Chandigarh and the 
Principal General Manager, Telecom, Chandigarh 
Distt. in ordering disengagement/termination of 
services of Sh. Balwan Singh a workman engaged 
through contractor Sh. R. K. Mittal w.e.f 27-2-99 
is just and legal ? If not, to what relief the workman 
is entitled and from which date 7” 

2. None appeared on behalf of the workman 
despsite notice It appears that workman is not interested 
to pursue with the present reference. In view of the above, 
the present reference is returned to the Central Govt, for 
want of prosecution Central Govt, be informed 

Chandigarh. S. M. GOEL, Presiding Officer 

Dated 26-2-2002 

Pf 18 Frd, 2002 

Ftf. 33T. 12 78. — Ft dtfFpi fpPKT FfpfpFF, 1947 
(1947 14 ) Pit FTO 17 % FPFFT *f, FFFR Ftt^F 

spiff 3 fpffog eijdth'w Ippk; -d' %<tp sftotfppi 

ajfdPFF, % ‘TPTH (F^t FFPT Ft Ft 3Tti"FtAfeT Ft/ 

33TF1/95) pit FplrfFP PIFTt t, Ft FTP1R pit 

18-03-2002 Fit 7TTF f3TT PT i 

[F. TrcT-14012/44/93-3F^.3TR.(Ft.^)] 
FP PFt, "^TPI atfPPFt 

New Delhi, the 18th March, 2002 

S.O. 1278.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947). the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. CGIT/ 
LC/R/1/95) of the Central Government Industrial 
Tribunal/Labour Court, Jabalpur now as shown in the 
Annexure in the Industrial Dispute between the employers 
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in relation to the management of Ordnance Factory and 
their workman, which was received by the Central 
Government on 18-03-2002. 

[No. L-14012/44/93-IR(D.U,)] 
KULDIP RAI VERMA, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT, 
JABALPUR 

CASE NO. CGIT/LC/R/1/95 

PRESIDING OFFICER : SHRIK. M. RAI 
Shri Shyam Narayan Mishra, 

Qr. No. R/Type-25/300, 

Ordnance Factory Estate, 

Katni. 

.Applicant 

Versus 

The General Manager, 

Ordnance Factory, 

Jabalpur 

.Non-applicant 

AWARD 

(Passed on this 22nd day of February, 2002) 

1. The Government of India, Ministry of Labour 
vide order No. L-14012/44/93-IR(DU) dated 28-12-94 
has referred the following dispute for adjudication by this 
tribunal: 

“Whether the action of the management of 
Ordnance Factory, Katni, in compulsorily retiring 
the workman Shri Shyam Narayan Mishra, 
Examiner Trade ticket No. 202/1642 vide order 
dated 31-10-92 is legal and justified ? If not, what 
relief the workman is entitled to ?” 

2. The case for the workman is that he was 
employed as Examiner Trade in Ordnance Factory, Katni 
having ticket No. 202/1642 in the OA Section. He had 
actively participated in the Trade Union activities during 
the tenure of his service. Due to his Trade Union activities 
the management was annoyed and had decided to punish 
him somehow or other. On 10-1-92, he was suspended 
by the management on a false and frivolous charge of 
misconduct. On that day he was forcibly thrown out of 
the factory with the help of the security staff. The 
management issued a chargesheet for creating the scene 
of gross indiscipline under influence of alcohol and for 
abusing GM, Security Officer & DGM/A publicly at the 
main gate of the factory and GM office. He had never 
behaved in the manner stated in the chargesheet. After 
receiving the chargesheet he submited his reply which 
was not accepted by the management. Later on the 


management decided to hold the DE under the provisions 
of relevant rules. The Medical Officer of the Factory 
Hospital issued false medical certificate in respect to his 
being intoxicated under the influence of liquor He had 
never consumed liquor as alleged by the management. 
The DE was not conducted in a just and fair manner. 
During the course of enquiry proceedings, he was assured 
by the management that he would be reinstated provided 
he admitted the charges framed against him. On this 
assurance he admitted the charge. 

3. The workman further alleges that the Enquiry 
Officer did not supply him the copies of the relevant 
documents relied on by the management. Not a single 
charge was proved against him. For the same offence co¬ 
worker has been awarded lesser punishment and is still 
in service. In this way the management has shown 
discrimination in punishing him by way of compulsory 
retirement w.e.f. 31-10-92. He preferred an appeal against 
the order of management and the Appellate Authority too 
did not consider his defence properly and upheld the order 
of disciplinary authority. This order is absolutely illegal 
and deserves to be quashed. He is entitled to reinstatement 
with all back wages. 

The case for the management is that on 10-1-92, at 
about 15-35 hours the workman along with other co-workers 
indulged himself in the act of gross misconduct/misbehaviour 
i.e. using abusive and unparliamentary language towards 
DGM/A, Ordnance Factory, Katni in his office. He tried to 
confine the DGM/A in the office forcibly closing the door 
of his room with the assistance of other two co-workers. 
The workman was chargesheeted for the alleged misconduct 
in respect to his said indisciplined act and he voluntarily 
admitted the commission of the same. The management did 
not accept the reply of the workman and decided to hold DE 
against him. The copy of the chargesheet and other relevant 
documents were supplied to him by the management. The 
Enquiry Officer, after considering the relevant material on 
record, held the charges proved against the workman. The 
copy of Enquiry Report was supplied to the workman. The 
Disciplinary Authority accepted the finding of Enquiry 
Officer and passed the order of compulsory retirement from 
service on 31-10-92 The workman preferred an appeal 
against the order of compulsory retirement and the appellate 
Authority after considering his submissions, reacted the 
appeal in toto. The Disciplinary Authority righi j passe | 
the order of compulsory' retirement from service ag yinst Lip 
workman. The workman was several times censored and 
his increment was withheld in the year 1984 and } 987 for 
different misconduct. The order of compulsory retirement 
from service dated 31-10-92 does not suffer from a? jy legal 
infirmity and therefore it does not require any inter $ 'ence, 
The DE was conducted in a just and fair manrif Th ■ 
workman is not entitled to any relief as claimed b } m. 
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5. The following issues arise for decision in this 
ca^o and my findings thereon are noted hereinafter .— 

1. Whether the DE conducted against 1 he workman 
is just and proper ? 

2. Whether the managemenl is required to lead 
evidence to prove the alleged misconduct of the 
workman ? 

3. Whether the order of compulsory retirement 
from service passed by the management against 
the workman on 31 -10-92 is proportionate in the 
circumstances of the case ? 

4. Whether the workman is entitled to reinstatement 
with back wages ? 

Relief and costs ? 

6. Issues No. 1 & 2 : The departmental enquiry 
has been held to be just and proper by this tribunal on 
21-6-99. In view of this finding the management is not 
required to lead any evidence to prove the alleged 
misconduct of the workman in the present case. Both these 
issues are answered accordingly. 

7. Issues No. 3 & 4 : 

It is an admitted fact that the workman was the office 
bearer of the recognised trade union at the time of 
oc mrrence in question. He had actively participated in 
trade union activities for furthering the genuine cause of 
workers of the Ordnance Factory at Katni. On the relevant 
day, in connection with the Trade Union activities, the 
workman was suspended by the management in respect 
to the commission of misconduct Another co-worker 
Ram Bharose Yadav was also suspended by the 
management and subsequently during the course of 
e' quiry proceedings on the assurance of the management, 
he accepted his guilt and lesser punishment was awarded 
against him. Thereafter Ram Bharose Yadav was given 
employment by the management. The management had 
also assured the workman to give him employment 
provided he confessed his guilt in the enquiry 
proceedings. On this very occurrence the workman 
admitted the alleged charges and thereafter he was 
compulsorily retired by the management. He was not given 
employment as had been done in the case of co-worker 
Ram Bharose Yadav. This action of the management 
amounts to discrimination in imposing penalty in respect 
to the same charges. Such action can hardly be justified 
in law. At the same time there is no evidence on record to 
show that the workman had actually used any physical 
force on any person on duty. In respect to the consumption 
of alcohol the assistant surgeon of the Government 
Hospital Katni has given a clear finding on 10-1-92 that 
the workman had not consumed alcohol on the relevant 
day when the alleged incident took place. Taking all these 
facts into consideration, the imposition of penalty of 
compulsory retirement from service of the workman 


deserves to the quashed. This order is discriminatory and 
it does not stand to the test of law The workman is 
therefore entitled to reinstatement Issues No. 3 & 4 arc 
answered accordingly. 

8. Issue No 5 . On the reasons stated above, the 
order of compulsory retirement from service passed by 
the management on 31-10-92 is hereby quashed. The 
workman shall be reinstated without back wages The 
period of his absence from duty shall be treated as 
continuous service for the purposes of pensionary benefits 
only He shall be reinstated on initial pay of examiner 
trade (skilled) the post which was being held by him at 
the time of passing the order of compulsory retirement. 

9 Copy of the award be sent to the Government of 
India, Ministry of Labour as per rules 

K.M RAI. Presiding Officer 
18 ftT^, 2002 

■gy. 3 tt. 1279.—ftrajfmf. ftRtn? 1947 

(1947 w 14 ) ^t «nft 17 % spjtpyr ft, ftwt ^ 7 - 

ftfa, srjftq -ft fftfme 3?isilfft^rfsraKft 

(ft^ftfttaft 163/2001) ftil 
^1 18-03-2002 ftTO f 3TT ft! I 

[ft. TjyT-40012/6/2001-3lft.ftK.(ftl.^.)] 
TP1 ^ftl, 

New Delhi, the 18th March, 2002 

S.O. 1279.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947). the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref No. 163/ 
2001) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal/ 
Labour Court. Chandigarh now as shown m the Annexure 
in the Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation 
to the management of Telecom Dept and their workman, 
which was received by the Central Government on 
18-03-2002. 

[No. L-40012/6/2001-IR(D.U.)[ 
KULDIP RAI VERMA, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE SHRI S.M. GOEL, PRESIDINNG OFFICER, 
CENTRAL GOVT. INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM- 
LABOUR COURT. CHANDIGARH 

Case No. 1. D. 163 of 2001 
Sh. Kamta Ram, 

C/o Sh. R K Sharma, H.No 372. 

Sector 20-A, Chandigarh-160001 

.Petitioner 

Vs 

1. The Chief General Manager. Telecom. 

Punjab Circle, Sector 34, 

Chandigarh-160001 
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2. The Principal General Manager, Telecom. 

Sector-18, Chandigarh-160001 

.Respondent 

REPRESENTATIVES 
For the Workman None 

For the Management Sh. G. C Babbar 

AWARD 

(Passed on 26th February, 2002) 

The Central Govt., Ministry of Labour vide 
Notification No L-40012/6/2001/IR(DU) dated 
12-4-2001 has referred the following dispute to this 
Tribunal for adjudication: 

“Whether the action of Chief General Manager, 
Telecom. Punjab Circle, Chandigarh and the 
Principal General Manager, Telecom, Chandigarh 
Distt. in ordering disengagement/termination of 
services of Sh. Kamta Ram, a workman engaged 
through contractor Sh. R. K Mittal w c f 27-2-99 
is just and legal ? If not, to what relief the workman 
is entitled and from which date ?” 

2 None appeared on behalf of the workman despite 
notice It appears that workman is not interested to pursue 
with the present reference. In view of the above, the 
present reference is returned to the Central Govt, for want 
of prosecution. Central Govt, be informed. 

Chandigarh. S. M GOEL, Presiding Officer 

Dated 26-2-2002 

M 18 Tiref, 2002 

eFT. 3TT. 1280.—3#IPPR, 1947 (1947 
m 14 ) % ’4TTT 17 % %-#‘J 7JTW Wpf 

rf? % % wtr, mrsrrf 3frc % rN, 

3T3p^ Rtftrsi efntrrffpR fsRR 3 afratmt 3#rerw*:m 

"TRTcrR, Rqini-tl % T TTR % 74!% %, 'STt 

% 18-03-2002 % TTTTt 1|3n «tl I 

[71. Pvt-42012/90/2000-3%. 31T7.(%-?J.) ] 
'JvirIm TR RR1 , 3Tftt4il<j 

New Delhi, the 18th March. 2002 

S.O. 1280.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act. 1947 (14 of 1947). the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award of the Industrial 
Tribunal/Labour Court. Guwahati as shown in the 
Anncxurc in the Industrial Dispute between the employers 
in relation to the management of Brahmaputra Board and 
their workman, which was received by the Central 
Government on 18-03-2002. 

|No. L-42012/90/20(K)-IR(D.U.)] 
KULDIP RAI VERMA. Desk Officer 


ANNEXURE 

IN THE INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL : GUWAHATI : 

ASSAM 

REFERENCE NO. 19(C) OF 2000 
PRESENT ShriK. Sarma, LL.B. 

Presiding Officer, 

Industrial Tribunal, Guwahati. 

In the matter of an Industrial Dispute between : 

The Management of 

Ex-Director, Nalbari Investigation 
Division, Brahmaputra Board. Nalbari. 

Vs. 

Their workman Sri Anup Patgiri, 

Narengi, Guwahati-26. 

Date of Award : 12-2-2002. 

AWARD 

This industrial dispute has been referred to by the 
Govt of India, Ministry of Labour vide order 
No L-42012/90/2000/IR (DU) dt. 9-8-2000 under section 
10 of the I D Act to adjudicate the dispute ansing between 
the management of Brahmaputra Board representated by 
Ex-Director, Nalbari Investigation Division, and their 
workman Shri Anup Patgiri out of termination of his 
service from April, 1999. The referring authority has 
framed the following issue for the purpose of adjudicating 
the matter of controversy between the parties. 

“Whether the action of the management by 
terminating the services of Sh. Anup Patgiri from 
April. 1999. is justified ? If not. to w'hat relief the 
workman is entitled ?” 

On receipt of reference, this tribunal has registered 
this case and issued notice to both the parties calling upon 
them to file their written statements/addl. written 
statements and documents, in response to which, both 
the parlies have appeared and filed their written 
statements/addl. written statements and documents. The 
workman has examined himself as W W.l and 
management has examined 4 witnesses in support of their 
respective contention. 

After recording evidence of both the parties. I have 
heard the lengthy arguments advanced by the learned 
advocates for both the parties and perused the record and 
found as follows. 

The workman's cases in brief is that the workman 
was engaged by the Executive Engineer of Nalbari 
Investigation Division. Nalbari which is an establishment 
under the Brahmaputra Board, in the year 1990 on wage 
basis and since then he has been working there till 1999. 
It is contended in his written statement that he has been 
performing his duties continuously to the satisfaction of 
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the authority concerned without any stigma on his part. 

It is also contended that his engagement was against a 
substantive vacant post but he has not been regularised 
by the management even after attainment of status of a 
temporary worker completing 240 days of work in a year. 

He has been making application to the authority concerned 
for regularisation of his service. But the authority 
concerned instead of regularising him has terminated him 
from his service in the month of April, 1999 without 
complying with provision of law laid down Sec. 25(F) of 
I D. Act. The workman was neither served any notice of 
termination prior to one month of his termination nor one 
month wages as compensation was paid to him which 
are requirement of Sec. 25 (F) of I.D. Act. After 
termination, the workman has approached the authority 
concerned for his reinstatement and regularisation, but 
having failed to receive any relief from the authority, he 
has approached the concerned labour authority for 
settlement of the dispute on conciliation, and the labour 
authority also having failed to settle the matter on 
conciliation, has referred the matter to the appropriate 
Govt who has ultimately made this reference to this 
tribunal. The workman’s grivances is that he was illegally 
terminated by the management without complying with 
necessary provision of law as referred to above nor 
initiating any disciplinary proceeding against him and as 
such, order of termination is apparently illegal and needs 
to be set aside in the interest of justice and he be reinstated 
as regular workman 

The management’s case is that they have denied 
engagement of the workman in the year 1990 on wage 
basis as casual worker, but has admitted his engagement 
in aforesaid capacity in the year 1996 till his termination 
in the month of April, 1999. Another contention is that in 
the year 1990 the workman has not attained the age of 
18 years which is sine qua non for entiring into Govt, 
service as such his entry in the service, even on wages 
basis in the year 1990 is not tenable in law. Another 
contention is that although workman was engaged in the 
year 1996, but he was not allowed to work continuously 
till his termination but with break, if and when his service 
is required and as such workman can not claim that he 
has completed 240 days of work in a year for the purpose 
of acquiring status of a temporary workman and hence 
he is not entitled for regularisation even his engagement 
is admitted by the management since 1996. 

The contention of management is that the 
management Brahmaputra Board i s not an Industry within 
the meaning of Sec 2(J)ofthel.D. Act and as such dispute 
raised by workman against the management is not 
maintainable and he is not entitled to any relief. 

Workman has exhibited some certificate issued by 
the concerned officers under whom he was working such 

asExt. ‘D’ is the certificate issued by DineshCh. Barman, 

Executive Engineer. Nalbari Investigation Division, 


Nalbari stating that workman has been working as casual 
labour since 1990, Ext. ‘F’ is another certificate issued 
by R. Panowar, another Executive Engineer who is M.W. 

4 in the case stating that workman has been engaged as 
casual labour since 1990, Ext. ‘C’ is another certificate 
issued by S. Swargari, Junior Engineer stating the same 
fact as stated above. Ext. ‘B’ is the zerox copy of the 
application filed by the workman praying for regular 
appointment which has been forwarded by the concerned 
Executive Engineer to the appropriate authority for 
appropriate action. Ext. ‘A’ is the said forwarding 
note.Ext. ‘G’ is another application filed by the workman 
for same purpose which has also been forwarded by 
concerned engineer to the concerned authority. 

The management, on the other hand, has also 
submitted some documents which are Ext. 1 to 32 copies 
of Muster Roll register maintained by the management 
for the muster roll worker where the workman has been 
shown as muster roll worker since 1996. 

The learned advocate for the management has made 
his submission in the light of aforesaid materials on record 
that management is not an Industry and this dispute not 
maintainable and workman has not completed 240 days 
of work continuously since in the year 1996 and no step 
is required to be taken under section 25(F) of I D. Act as 
said provision of law is not applicable in case of muster 
roll worker. 

In view of the aforesaid submission made by learned 
advocate for the management, let us discuss the points 
one by one The first and foremost contention is that 
Brahmaputra Board is not an Industry within the meaning 
of Sec. 2(3) ofl D. Act and the dispute is not maintainable. 
Section 2 (J) is runs as follows : “Industry means any 
business, trade, undertaking, manufacture or calling of 
employers and includes any calling, service, employment, 
handicraft, or industrial occupation or avocation of 
workmen;” 

Aforesaid definition of industry shows that 
establishment carrying out any business, trade, 
undertaking, manufacture, calling service, employment. 
Handicraft or industrial occupation can be termed as 
industry. It is not necessary that, an establishment to be 
brought under purview of industry it has to produce some 
industrial output through mechanical process and 
technical know-how The main function of the 
Brahmaputra Board is to control flood and erosion of the 
river Brahmaputra and its tributories. To accomplish the 
aforesaid task the Board has to carry out project in 
different areas by engaging manpower of their own 
emplovees or by applying technical method when 
required. 

The Brahmaputra Board, for aforesaid purpose, has 
also engaged regular and casual workers and also 
technician. As the aforesaid nature of the function falls 
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within the definition of industry as defined in Sec. 2 (J) 
of the I D. Act and as such it can easily be brought within 
the purview of Industry and dispute is maintainable. 

Second point raised by the learned advocate for the 
management is that workman was not engaged in the year 
1990 and he has not attained the age of 18 years at the 
relevant time, but he was 16 years at that time and as 
such his engagement since 1990 is false and concocted. 
But his engagement since 1996 till his termination has 
been categorically admitted by the management. On the 
other hand Ext. D, F.C, the certificates issued by the 
management witnesses have established that the workman 
has been working since 1990. But to rebute this 
certificates the management has examined Dinesh Ch. 
Barman, R. Panowar and S. Swargari, Junior Engineer as 
witness who have stated that they have mentioned the 
year 1990 out of mistake. But this explanation of 
management witness is not acceptable because all of them 
are responsible senior officer and such type of mistake 
on their part is not desirable. Moreover, their contention 
is that in the year 1990 the workman was 16 years of age 
as is established from his deposition before the tribunal 
and hence he is not entitled to entering into Govt. job. 
The engagement of workman in the year 1990 was casual 
worker, not of regular employee and age is not strictly 
applicable. Moreover, certificate issued by the 
management witness has clearly established that the 
workman was engaged in the year 1990. Be it what it 
may, if management’s version is believed in toto that 
workman was not engaged in the year 1990, but in the 
year 1996, till workman can not be disentitled from 
regularisation. Because, apparently, in the year 1996 the 
workman was above 18 years of age and has completed 
240 days of work in a year till his termination in the year 
1999, April as he attains the status of temporary worker 
entitling him for regularisation. In view of this, his 
termination without following necessary procedure can 
not be said to be legal. Management’s contention is that 
since 1996 the workman has been engaged with break 
and not continuously if and when his service is required 
and as such he can not be said to have completed 
240 days of work. But law in this aspect is very much 
clear. It is not necessary that to obtain the status of 
temporary workman for the purpose of regularisation, a 
workman has to work for 240 days in a year without break. 
If he completes the aforesaid period of 240 days in a year 
with back, till he is entitled to regularisation as temporary 
worker. Secondly if a workman completes 240 days of 
work in a year even with break he attains the status of 
temporary workman and his termination without 
complying with Sec. 25(F) of the ID. Act is illegal. It is 
held by the Apex Court in series of case regarding 
application of Sec. 25(F) of ID. Act, even in case of casual 
worker. By documents annexure 2,3,4,5,6.7,8 etc, filed 
by the management, want to show that the workman was 


engaged with break since 1996 which is no help to the 
management, in view of my aforesaid discussion on 
materials on record and relevant provision of law. 

The point to be decided in this reference is whether 
the termination of the workman is justified or not. It is a 
settled position of law laid down by Apex Court that if a 
workman completes 240 days of work in a 12 calendar 
months equal entire to service for a year but it is to be 
deemed to continuous service even if interrupted. This 
position of law has been laid down by the Apex Court in 
Digwadih Colliery-Vs-Workmen AIR 1966 SC. P. 75. It 
is further to be noted that to satisfy this test under Section 
25(B) of the I D. Act, the workman needs not show that 
he has to work during all the period he has been in service 
of the employer for 240 days of work in a year. Krishna 
Ram Nath-Vs-P.O. Labour Court 1970 SCC Vol. HI. P. 
67. This aspect of law shows that if a workman works for 
240 days in a year he shall be in continuous service under 
the employer for the purpose of getting benefit of Sec. 
25(F) of I D Act in Mohan Lal-Vs-Bharat Electricals 
1981 SCC Vol. III. P 225 the Apex Court has held that 
the retrenchment without complying with Sec. 25(F) of 
the I D. Act would be void ab initio. Such action entitled 
to workmen to a declaration for continuous of service 
with back wages. In Gammon's India Ltd.-Vs-Niranjan 
Das AIR 1984 SC. P. 500 the Apex Court has held that 
retrenchment without complying with provision of Sec. 
25(F) of the I D. Act is illegal and the workman is entitled 
to reinstatement with full-back wages.” 

Aforesaid position of law and fact shows that the 
workman, even his service is calculated since 1996 till 
1999 as casual worker, he has completed 240 days of 
work, may be with or without break, has attained the status 
of temporary workman and his termination without 
complying with Sec. 25(F) of ID. Act is illegal. It appears 
from the materials on record that management has not 
given one month notice alongwith one month wages under 
Section 25(F) of I D. Act to the workman nor any 
disciplinary proceeding was started against him 
consequence of which he was terminated from service 
and as such his termination is illegal. 

The workman, on the other hand, by oral and 
documentary evidence has established that he has been 
engaged by the management as casual workman in the 
year 1990 and has been terminated without complying 
with necessary established by law. It is also established 
that he was terminated by the management without any 
reason and without any disciplinary proceeding. As 
already discussed above, if engagement of the workman 
in the year 1990 is not acceptable. Still he is entitled to 
regularisation continuing his service since 1996 which 
exceeds 240 days in a year with or without break. 

In the light of my above discussion, I hold that at 
the time of termination, the workman has attained the 
status of temporary workman and his termination by the 
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management without any reason or without following 
procedure established by law is not justified and workman 
is entitled to reinstatement and regularisation. 
Accordingly, this reference is answered in favour of the 
workman with a direction to the management to reinstate 
the workman in a regular vacancy within 6 months from 
the date of this award. Prepare an award. 

K. SARMA, Presiding Officer 
^ 20 KR, 2002 

47T. 3TT. 1281.—3MPl=t> faqiS 3Tf>#T5R, 1947 (1947 
cfir 14) *JRT 17 % 3TJRH TTR4T 

Rftf FTfW (RRTO, Tq.itR. %TTRRcfR 

% «rNr 3Tj?R afraid if 

TFR>TC aMfipT StfWTT, RU-Sl'ltS % FRTct 
4T7RT 48/94) ^1 M=blf?lcf RTTrfl t, R 
20-03-02 'SFt 3TRT |[3Tr RTI 

[14. R?T-14012/11/93-aiT^.3TR.(^t.^.)] 
JeKht TTR Rtf, tw STflRiRt 

New Delhi, the 20th March, 2002 

S.O. 1281.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947(14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 48/94) 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal/Labour 
Court, Chandigarh now as shown in the Annexure in the 
Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation to 
the management of Commander Works Engineer (AF), 
M.E.S. and their workman, which was received by the 
Central Government on 20-03-2002. 

[No. L-14012/1 l/93-IR(DU)] 
KULDIP RAI VERMA, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE SHRI S. M. GOEL, PRESIDING OFFICER 
CENTRAL GOVT. INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM 
LABOUR COURT, CHANDIGARH 

Case No. ID 48/94 Sukhwinder Kumar S/o Sh. Amar 
Nath, House No 487/1, Namdar Kha 
Road, Patiala 

... Applicant 

Versus 

Commander Works Engineer 
ME.S., Chandigarh. 

... Management 

Appearances 

For the workman Shri H.S. Diwana 

For the management Shri I S Sidhu 


AWARD 

(Passed on 19-11-2001) 

The Central Govt, vide gazette notification 
No. L-14012/1 l/93-IR(DU) dated 29-6-94 has referred 
the following dispute to this Tribunal for adjudication — 

“Whether the action of the Commander Works 

Engineer (AF) M E.S , Chandigarh in terminating 

the services of Sh. Sukhwinder Kumar. S/o Sh 

Amar Nath w.e.f. 18-3 -86 is justified ? If not. what 

relief the concerned workman is entitled to 7“ 

2. Applicant Sukhwinder Kumar filed claim 
statement stating therein that he was employed with the 
respondent as carpenter on 18-12-1985 and his services 
were terminated without any notice, retrenchment 
compensation and enquiry on 17-3-1986 He has claimed 
that number of juniors S/Shn Sukhdev Singh and Jasbir 
Singh etc. are still in service and thirteen mazdoor were 
employed in June 1994. He has prayed that workman may 
be reinstated in service with continuity of service and full 
backwage 

3. The respondent in written statement has taken 
preliminary objection that respondent department is not 
an industry within the meaning of the I D. Act, 1947 On 
merits it is admitted that workman was employed on casual 
basis as carpenter and his services were terminated on 
17-3-1986. The applicant was offered alternative 
appointment as mazdoor on the condition that he has to 
confirm in writing to accept the lower category with 
character certificate issued by two gazetted officers but 
he failed to submit the same by due date i.e 24-6-1987 
and his name was not considered. However appointments 
are made after the termination of services of the applicant. 
The respondent has prayed for the dismissal of the 
reference. 

4. Both the parties filed their respective affidavits 
in evidence reiterating the same facts as pleaded in their 
respective pleadings. 

5. I have heard both the parties and gone through 
the record produced on the file. 

6. The facts of the case are admitted. It is admitted 
fact that the applicant was employed on 18-12-1985 and 
his services were terminated on 17-3-86 without any notice 
or Retrenchment compensation and enquiry Thus it is 
admitted position that workman had worked with the 
respondent only for about three months. The alternative 
appointment offered by the respondent was not accepted 
by the workman as he failed to submit the requisite 
character certificate within the stipulated time. The 
workman had worked with the management for fixed 
period once only. The rep of the management has drawn 
my attention to the case reported in 1990 (5) S L.R. page 
665 Sham Lai Vs Pepsu Road Transport Corporation and 
another in which it has been held that appointment for 
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fixed period has been covered U/S 2(oo) (bb) and the 
workman is not entitled to any relief U/S 25-F of the I.D. 
Act, 1947. More over the workman has not completed 
240 days of service in the preceding 12 months from the 
date of termination. In view of the above authority, I am 
of the considered opinion that the employment of the 
applicant completely covered under the exclusion clause 
of Section 2(oo) (bb) and the workman can not claim 
benefit of retrenchment as the employment of the applicant 
was for fixed term. 

7. The Central Govt, has made the reference to this 
Tribunal regarding the termination of the employment of 
the workman. The plea of the workman that many juniors 
were retained and fresh appointments were made by the 
respondent can not be considered as the reference has not 
been made by the Central Govt. U/S 25-G&H. The plea 
of the workman thus hold no weight and the same is 
rejected. 

8. In view of the above discussion, there is no merit 
in the reference and same is returned to the Central Govt, 
holding that workman is not entitled to any relief and the 
action of the management in terminating the services of 
Sukhwinder Kumar son of Amar Nath w.c.f. 18-3-1986 
is justified. The Central Govt, oe informed. 

Chandigarh 

19-11-2001 

S.M. GOEL, Presiding Officer 
^ 20 to*, 2002 

CRT. 3ir. 1282.—1947 (1947 
^5T 14) % *TTO 17 % StgWT %#T 7TOFR 
TOFtf(E rnp), % WTOT %TOTS 

HLTO 3lfwn| % w (^% TOTO 

47/94 ) Wf% TO) t, *Tt %% 7TOTE 20-03-02 
^13ITOT 13Tt *TT I 

[TO T3^t-14012/12/93-3T^.3TK.(^).^.)] 
TOT TOll, 3%=hl(l 
New Delhi, the 20th March, 2002 

S.O. 1282. —In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947(14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 47/94) 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal/Labour 
Court Chandigarh now as shown in the Annexure in the 
Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation to 
the management of Commander Works Engineer (AF), 
M.E.S. and their workman, which was received by the 
Central Government on 20-03-2002. 

[No. L-14012/12/93-IR(DU)] 
KULDIP RAI VERMA, Desk Officer. 

/«>72<h5/*2 —2.4. 


ANNEXURE 

BEFORE SHRI S M. GOEL, PRESIDING OFFICER 
CENTRAL GOVT. INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM- 
LABOUR COURT. CHANDIGARH 

Case No. ID 47/94 Sh. Bharat Bhushan S/o Shn Faquir 

Chand, 5213-5, Lehal Colony, 

Patiala-147001. 

. Applicant 

Vs. 

Commander Works Engineer M ,E . S., 

Chandigarh. 

. . Management 

Appearances 

For the workman Shri Tejinder Singh 

For the management Shri I S. Sidhu 

AWARD 

(Passed on 19-11-2001) 

The Central Govt, vide gazette notification 
No. L-14012/12/93-I.R. (D.U.) dated 29th June, 1994 has 
referred the following dispute to this Tribunal for 
adjudication:— 

“Whether the action of the Commander Works 
Engineer (AF) M E.S., Chandigarh in terminating 
the services of Shri Bharat Bhushan S/o Sh. Faquir 
Chand w.e.f. 18-3-86 is justified ? If not, what relief 
he is entitled to 7” 

2. Applicant Bharat Bhushan filed claim statement 
stating therein that he was employed with the respondent 
as carpenter on 19-12-1985 and his services were 
terminated without any notice, retrenchment compensation 
and enquiry on 18-3-1986. He has claimed that number 
of juniors S/Shri Sukhdev Singh and Jasbir Singh etc. are 
still in service and thirteen mazdoor were employed in 
June 1994. He has prayed that workman may be reinstated 
in service with continuity of sendee and full backwages 

3. The respondent in written statement has take 
preliminary objection that respondent department is n* 
an industry within the meaning of the I D. Act, 1947. O 
merits it is admitted that workman was employed on casu. 
basis as carpenter and his services were terminated o, 
18-3-1986. The applicant was offered alternative 
appointment as mazdoor on the condition that he has to 
confirm in writing to accept the lower category with 
character certificate issued by two gazetted officers but 
he failed to submit the same by due date i.e. 27-6-1987 
and his name was not considered. However appointments 
are made after the termination of services of the applicant. 
The respondent has prayed for the dismissal of the 
reference. 
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4. Both the parties filed their respective affidavits 
in evidence reiterating the same facts as pleaded in their 
respective pleadings. 

5. I have heard both the parties and gone through 
the record produced on the file 

6. The facts of the case are admitted. It is admitted 
fact that the applicant was employed on 19-12-1985 and 
his services were terminated on 18-3-86 without any notice 
or retrenchment compensation and enquiry. Thus it is 
admitted position that workman had worked with the 
respondent only for about three months The alternative 
appointment offered by the respondent was not accepted 
by the workman as he failed to submit the requisite 
character certificate within the stipulated time The 
workman had worked with the management for fixed 
period once only. The rep. of the management has drawn 
my attention to the case reported in 1990 (5) S L.R page 
665 Sham Lai Vs Pcpsu Road Transport Corporation and 
'mother in which it has been held that appointment for 
fixed period has been covered U/S 2(oo) (bb) and the 
workman is not entitled to any relief U/S 25-F of the I D 
Act 1947 More over the workman has not completed 240 
days of service in the preceding 12 months from the date 
of termination. In view of the above authority, 1 am of the 
considered opinion that tlic employment of the applicant 
completely covered under the cxcl usion clause of Section 
2(oo) (bb) and the workman can not claim benefit of 
retrenchment as the employment of the applicant was for 
fixed term 

7. The Central Govt has made the reference to this 
Tribunal regarding the termination ofthc employment of 
the workman The plea of I he workman that many juniors 
were retained and fresh appointments were made by the 
respondent can not be considered as the reference has hot 
been made by the Central Govt U/S 25-G&H The plea 
of the workman thus hold no weight and the same is 
rejected 

8 In view of the above discussion, there is no merit 
in the reference and same is returned to the Central Govt, 
holding that workman is not entitled to any relief and the 
action.of the management in terminating the services of 
Bharat Bhushan son of Faquir Chand w c f 18-3 1986 is 
justified The Central Govt, be informed 
Chandigarh 
19-11-2001 

S M GOEL. Presiding Officer 


^ 20 RTO, 2002 

rkt. 3 tr. 1283 .—afrarfw ftcfK 3 TTOpmq, 1947 (1947 

^ 14 ) VTTTT 17 % arfPTWT R, 'RUTH RR. i 

973. % TTStKfrjrj % TTR37 33tT ^>4 c bl-tl % ®fNt, 


appro ^ fectR if ttcpr aMfw 

stfwui, % q-qie (33^4 RR^tT 155/94) 3TT>rf?I?T 

RRcft t, Vjfr 7£t 20-03-02 vpt vm |[3TT RTI 

[TT. R?t-14012/34/94-3TTi3Trc.(^f.R.)] 
RR RRT, tpf StfacfiRl 

New Delhi, the 20th March, 2002 

S.O. 1283.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947(14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. 
No. 155/94) of the Central Government Industrial 
Tribunal/Labour Court, Chandigarh now as shown in the 
Annexure in the Industrial Dispute betw een the employers 
in relation to the management of M E.S and their 
workman, which was received by the Central Government 
on 20-03-2002 

[No. L-14012/3 4/94-IR(DU)] 
KULDIP RAI VERMA, Desk Officer 
ANNEXURE 

BEFORE SHRI S. M. GOEL, PRESIDING OFFICER 
CENTRAL GOVT. INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL CUM 
LABOUR COURT, CHANDIGARH 

ID 155/94 Ranbir Singh son of Shri Mohmder 

Singh, Village As e Majra, P O 
Kalyan District, Patiala (Pb) 

. Workman Applicant 
Versus 

The Commander Works Engineer 
M.E.S., Chandigarh. 

. . . Respdt. 

Appearances 

For the workman Shri H.S.Diwana 

For the management Shril.S. Sidhu 

AWARD 

(Passed on 19-11-2001) 

The Central Govt, vide notification No. 
L-14012/34/94-IR (DU) dated 14th of November 1994 
has referred the following dispute to this Tribunal for 
adjudication — 

“Whether the management of M.E.S. is justified in 
cancelling the offer of an alternative job ? If not to 
what relief the workman Shri Ranbir Singh is 
entitled to ?” 

2 The applicant filed the claim statement stating 
therein that applicant was employed as carpenter on 
16-4-1986. His services were terminated on 6-12-1986 
without any notice, charge sheet, enquiry or compensation 
That thereafter the workman was selected as inazdoor but 
he has not been provided with job so far. Applicant further 
states that number of employees have been employed by 
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the management of MES after the termination of the 
services of the workman and also the persons juniors to 
the workman have been retained in service by the 
management and 13 mazdoors were employed by the 
management in Junel994. The applicant prayed that the 
workman may be reinstated in service with continuity of 
service and full backwages. 

3. The respondent in written statement has taken 
preliminary objection that respondent department is not 
an industry within the meaning of the I.D. Act, 1947. On 
merits it is admitted that workman was employed on casual 
basis as carpenter and his services were terminated on 
6-12-1986. The workman was offered alternative 
appointment as mazdoor on the condition that he has to 
confirm in writing to accept the lower category with 
character certificate issued by two gazetted officers but 
he failed to submit the same by due date i.e. 22-4-1987 
and his name was not considered. However appointments 
were made after the termination of services of the 
applicant. The respondent has prayed for the dismissal of 
the reference. 

4. Both the parties filed their respective affidavits 
in evidence reiterating the same facts as pleaded in their 
respective pleadings. 

5 I have heard both the parties and gone through 
the record produced on the file. 

6. The facts of the case are admitted. It is admitted 
fact that the applicant was employed on 16-4-1986 and 
his services were terminated on 6-12-86 without any notice 
or retrenchment compensation and enquiry. Thus it is 
admitted position that workman had worked with the 
respondent only for about three months. The alternative 
appointment offered by the respondent was not accepted 
by the workman as he failed to submit the requisite 
character certificate within the stipulated time. The 
workman had worked with the management for fixed 
period once only. The rep. of the management has drawn 
my attention to the case reported in 1990 (5) S.L.R. page 
665 Sham Lai Vs. Pepsu Road, Transport Corporation and 
another in which it has been held that appointment for 
fixed period has been covered U/S 2(oo) (bb) and the 
workman is not entitled to any relief U/S 25-F of the I D. 
Act, 1947. More over the workman has not completed 
240 days of service in the preceding 12 months from the 
date of termination In view of the above authority, I am 
of the considered opinion that the employment of the 
applicant is completely covered under the exclusion clause 
of Section 2(oo) (bb) and the workman can not claim 
benefit of retrenchment as the employment of the applicant 
was for fixed terms, 

7. The rep. of the management also relied on the 
case law reported in (2000) 6 Supreme Court cases page 
554 Factory Manager, Cimco Wagon Factory Versus 
Virender Kumar Sharma and another in which the Hon’ble 


Supreme Court has held that mere recommendatory letter 
for appointment by the officer who has no power of 
appointment does not amount to appointment, therefore, 
no termination from any post, therefore, reference is also 
not maintainable. So the plea of the workman that he has 
not been given alternative job is baseless. 

8. The Central Govt, has made the reference to this 
Tribunal regarding the termination of the employment of 
the workman. The plea of the workman that many juniors 
were retained and fresh appointments were made by the 
respondent can not be considered as reference has not been 
made by the Central Govt. U/S 25-F&H. The plea of the 
workman thus hold no weight and the same is rejected. 

9. In view of the above discussion, there is no merit 
in the reference and same is returned to the Central Govt, 
holding that workman is not entitled to any relief and the 
action of the management in terminating the services of 
Sukhwinder Kumar son of Amar Nath w.e.f. 18-3.1986 is 
justified The Central Govt, be informed. 

Chandigarh. 

19- 11-2001 

S.M. GOEL, Presiding Officer 
fcnl, 20 r%, 2002 

^T. 3TT. 1284.—3iWi|^ ftclic atfqfwt, 1947 (1947 
14) *TR1 17 % apJHm 4K<hR itHl'+Th 

% -Hq-s Pi'-il'JiqiT ajfa <jiSb 
3 aiklfii'* fens r absifpRF 

arfireRtiT, %-TEnz (3hr4 eom) ^ 

t, ■sit ctft 20-03-02 tTFcT |T3TT *IT I 

N- ircT-40012/42/97-3T^.3m.(^t.'«i,)] 
TFT W, 

New Delhi, the 20th March, 2002 
S.O. 1284.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act. 1947(14 of 1947). the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 60/98) 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal/Labour 
Court. Chandigarh now as shown in the Annexure in the 
Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation to 
the management of Telecom Project and their workman, 
which was received by the Central Government on 

20- 03-2002 

[No. L-40012/42/97-IR(DU)] 
KULDIP RAI VERMA, Desk Officer. 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE SHRI S M. GOEL, PRESIDING OFFICER 
CENTRAL GOVT. INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL CUM- 
LABOUR COURT, CHANDIGARH 

Case No. ID Sh. Hari Chand C/o Shri A.L. Cohra, 
60 of 1998 H. No. 3059/1 Sector 44-D, 

Chandigarh-160001. 

... Pc ikanei 
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Vs. 

The Divisional Engineer, Telecom 
Project, Rampur (HP)-175042. 

.. Respondent. 

Representatives: 

Fg the workman Shri A.L. Vohra 

Fos he management None. 

AWARD 

(Passed on 19th November, 2001) 

The Central Govt. Ministry of Labour vide 
No fication No. L-40012/42/97-IR(DU) dated 9th March, 
19' ! has referred the following dispute to this Tribunal 
for djudication .— 

“Whether the action of the Divisional Engineer, 
Telecom Project, Rampur (HP) in terminating the 
sendees of Sh. Hari Chand a daily rated driver w.e.f. 
17-9-96 is justified and legal ? If no), to what relief 
he is entitled to and from which date ?” 

2 Today the case was fixed for filing of affidavit 
by he parties. Workman appeared and made the statement 
th;. he does not want to pursue with the present reference 
an more and the same may be returned as withdrawn. In 
vi» w of the above, the present reference is returned to the 
M.nistry as withdrawn. Appropriate Govt be informed. 

Chandigarh. 

19-11-2001 

S M GOEL, Presiding Officer 

M fevft, 20 2002 

ort. ytr. 1285.—fcwkt 3 rWwt, 1947 (1947 

<=PI 14) wr 17 % arfHVJi %Tsffa ■h<<dK 
Pntm % Pw'l'Jt<hf 3flr3=T% 

ff ptR;V sfrathra' 3 afratffw 

156/2000) ^1 wf?RT 
fU'*K 20-03-02 Hlkt I 

[7T. TJyf-40012/450/99-331^.3317. ("St.^. ) ] 

gxrt< ;1 q tft srPrenft’ 

New Delhi, the 20th March, 2002 

S.O. 1285.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947). the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref No. 156/ 
2000) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal/ 
Labour Court, Chandigarh now as shown 111 the Annexure 
in the Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation 
to the management of Telecom Dcptt and their workman, 
which was received by the Central Government on 
20-3-2002 

[No L-40012/450/99-IR(DU)[ 
KULDIP RAI VERMA, Desk Officer. 


ANNEXURE 

BEFORE SHRI S. M. GOEL, PRESIDING OFFICER 
CENTRAL GOVT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CTJM- 
LABOUR COURT, CHANDIGARH 

Case No. ID Sh. Abhilash Chander 

156 of 2000 S/o Shri Darshan Lai, R/o Vill. 

Upper Barol, Saraswati Nagar, 
Dharamshala (H.P.)-176215 

. Petitioner 
Vs. 

The Telecom District Manager 
Telecom, Dharamshala (H.P.)-176215. 

. Respondent. 

Appearances: 

For the workman None 

For the management Shri I S. Rana 

AWARD 

(Passed on 17th October 2001) 

The Central Govt. Ministry of Labour vide 
Notification No L-40012/450/99-lR(DU) dated 3rd 
March, 2000 has referred the following dispute to this 
Tribunal for adjudication :— 

“Whether the action of the Telecom Distt. 
Manager, Dharamshala (HP) in terminating the 
services of Sh Abhilash Chander S/o Sh. Darshan 
Lai w.e.f. 1/7/96 is legal and justified ? If not, to 
what relief the workman is entitled ?” 

2. None is putting appearance on behalf of the 
workman despite several notices. It appears that workman 
is not interested to pursue with the present reference. In 
view of the above since the workman is not interested to 
pursue with the present reference, the same is returned to 
the Central Goyj. for want of prosecution.. Appropriate 
Govt, be informed. 

Chandigarh, 

17-10-2001 

S.M. GOEL, Presiding Officer 
Ti Kcrft, 2002 

7FT.33T. 1286.—SlMwi, 1947 (1947 
14) mt 17 % STJtTTJt ■*¥, •HtcbK tWvt 
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TTtTRR 3fra)fw % W 
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20-03-02 W<T 333TT «JT I 
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New Delhi, the 20th March, 2002 

S.O. 1286.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 50/93) 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal/Labour 
Court, Chandigarh now as shown in the Annexure in the 
Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation to 
the management of Central Tasar Research & Training 
Instt. and their workman, which was received by the 
Central Government on 20-03-2002. 

[No. L-42012/42/92-IR(DU)] 
KULDIP RAI VERMA, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE SHRI S.M. GOEL, PRESIDING OFFICER, 
CENTRAL GOVT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUN AL-CUM- 
LABOUR COURT, CHANDIGARH 

Case No. ID 50 of 1993 

Smt. Shrestha Devi 

C/o Sh. Om Parkash Goswami, 

V.P.O. Bandla (Tea Estate) 

Teh. Palampur, Distt. Kangra (H.P.)-176061 

.Petitioner. 

Vs. 

Assistant Director, 

Central Tasar Research & Training Institute, 

Central Silk Board, 

Palampur-176061 

.Respondent 

REPRESENTATIVES 
For the Workman None 

For the Management Sh B. L Pandey 

AWARD 

(Passed on 7-11-2001) 

The Central Govt., Ministry of Labour vide 
Notification No. L-42012/42/92-I.R.’(D.U.) dated 22nd 
March, 1993 has referred the following dispute to this 
Tribunal for adjudication: 

“Whether the action of the Asstt. Director, Central 
Tasar Research & Training Instt., Central Silk 
Board, Palampur in terminating the services of 
Smt. Shrestha Devi w.e.f. 3-4-91 is justified ? If 
not, what relief she is entitled to T 

2 . On behalf of the workman it has been stated that 
she was working as a regular labour with the management 
w.e.f. 13-3-1988 and worked uninterruptedly till 3-4-1991. 
That the services of the workman were terminated by the 
Management verbally without assigning any reason, 
without serving any notice and thus the workman prayed 
that she be regularised after the completion of 240 days. 
In their written statement the management took the 


preliminary objection that the reference was bad and 
was'not maintainable as the workman had not effective 
cause of action on 3-4-1991 because on that date she 
was very much in employment; that the workman had 
tendered uninterrupted service or 240 days during a 
period of 12 calendar months preceding the date of 
reference i.c. 3-4-1991 that the workman was a casual 
labour engaged on daily basis that there was no 
sanction post but the duration was dependent upon the 
mandate sanctioned vis-a-vis the requirement of work 
load which was seasonal incorrect. 

3 In support of their case the Management 
submitted the copy of daily attendance Register Ex-Ml 
from April 1990 to April 1991. It also submitted Ex. M2 
which is the photocopy of the undertaking given by 
Smt. Shrestha on 25-2-1991 stating her interest to work 
as casual labourer and that she will not claim anything 
after her discontinuation as casual labourer because of 
exigencies of works the Management also submitted 
Ex. M3 which is the Affidavit of R. K Goel. Assistant 
Director REC, Palampur. The workman produced herself 
in evidence and stated that it was incorrect to suggest 
that she had worked upto 12-4-1991 and received the 
wages accordingly She also stated that it was incorrect 
to suggest that she had left the job by herself and had 
joined state Sericulture Department, Palampur. 

4 The Management produced R.K. Goel. in 
evidence he did not agree to the suggestion of the 
workman that due to the less sanction of the mandate the 
worker was not allowed to complete 240 days. He 
admitted that the services of the workman were terminated 
verbally. 

5. After submitting her written argument the 
workman absented The oral argument on behalf of the 
Management was thus heard. He drew my attention Ex. 
Ml daily attendance register for the month of April 1990. 
The presence of the workman is noted till 12-4-1991. She 
worked with the Management for 12 days and was thus 
paid Rs. 240/- @ 20/- per day. Thus the argument of the 
representative of the Management is that on 3 -4-1991 the 
cause of action had not arisen, therefore, the reference is 
bad and is not maintainable. He has also drawn my 
attention to the written argument submitted on behalf of 
the workman which is dated 1 1-5-1994 and were 
submitted on 16-5-1994. In this argument the workman 
had admitted that she had worked with the Management 
upto 12-4-1991 and her services were terminated by 
verbal order on 13-4-1991. 

6. Having considered the argument on record, I am 
thus of the opinion that the reference is bad and is not 
maintainable as the workman had got no effective cause 
of action on 3-4-1991 because she was very much 
employment on 3 -4-1991. 

7 The Representative of the Management has also 
drawn my attention to Para C of the Written Argument 
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filed on behalf of the workman in which she has admitted 
that due to shortage of mandays and time and again fresh 
appointment the workman was forced not to complete 
240 days in a 12 calendar year. Thus the argument of the 
Rep. of Management is that otherwise also the workman 
is not entitled to the relief because the workman had not 
completed 240 days of service as the work was of seasonal 
nature and the employment was casual. For his arguments 
the Rep. of the Management has relied on J T. 1995(6) 
Supreme Court 547 Morinda Cooperative Sugar Mill Vs. 
Ram Kishan and others. In this case law it was held by 
the Hon’ble Supreme Court that the Sugarcane crushing 
being a seasonal work, the Respondent could not be said 
who have been retrenched under the provisions of clause 
(bb) of Section 2(oo) of the Act 

8. On behalf of the workman no case law has been 
submitted to controvert the above case law. 

9. I have gone through the case law relied upon by 
Representative for the Management The workman was 
a casual labour. She had also not completed 240 days in 
a calendar year and thus she being a seasonal and casual 
worker, her termination from service, therefore does not 
amount to retrenchment. 

10. In view of the aforesaid discussion I am thus 
considered of the opinion that the workman is not entitled 
to any relief. 

Place . Chandigarh. S.M. GOEL, Presiding Officer 

Dated 7-11-01 

ferft, 20 2002 

^T. 3TT. 1287 .— fere: 3#rPm, 1947 (1947 
^1 14) ^ qra 17 % 3T3*KU| ^f, WFR SwWYld. 

3rfr^% <^4 ^kT 

% 3T3^*t 3 Vsfld ikw 

afteitPFF arfacjvlT'r, (TT^4 WH 17/93) 

•^T%r t, ^ TITBIT 20-03-02 WT1l^TT 

«ni 

[TT. T3<?r-42012/14/92-31^.3TR.(^,)] 
4 TFT ^RT, 'tw 

New Delhi, the 20th March, 2002 

S.O. 1287.—In pursuance of Section 17 o^ the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 17/ 
93) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal/Labour 
Court, Chandigarh now as shown in the Annexure in the 
Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation to 
the management of Directorate of Wheat Research and 
their workman, which was received by the Central 
Government on 20-03-2002. 

[No. L-42012/14/92-IR(DU)] 
KULDIP RAI VERMA, Desk Officer 


ANNEXURE 

BEFORE SHRI S.M. GOEL, PRESIDING OFFICER 
CENTRAL GOVT. INDUSTRIAL TRIBUN AL-CUM- 
LABOUR COURT, CHANDIGARH 

Case No. ID 17/93 

Paramjeet Singh 
S/o Sh. Karnail Singh, 

New Shiv Colony. 

Street No 2, Near Petrol pump, 

Kaithal Road, Karnal (Hry.) 

.Applicant 

Versus 

Project Director, 

Directorate of Wheat Research, 

Karnal (Hry.) 

.Management 

APPEARANCES 

For the Workman Shri J. B. Tacona 

For the Management Shri S. K. Sood 

AWARD 

(Passed on 11-12-2001) 

The Central Govt, vide Notification No L-42012/ 

14/92-1.R. (D U ) dated 18-1-93 has referred the following 
dispute to this Tribunal for adjudication 

‘'Whether the action of the Management of 
Directorate of Wheat Research which was 
subsequently merged with Project Coordinator 
(Barley). Karnal in terminating the services of Shri 
Paramjit Singh, ex-daily paid labour w e.f. 1-6-90 
is justified ? If not, what relief he is entitled to and 
from what date 7 " 

2. The applicant filed claim statement stating 
therein that he remained employed with the management 
from Nov. 1987 to May 1990. His services were 
terminated by the management on 1-6-1990 No notice 
was given at the time of termination Thus the 
management has violated the provisions of Section 25-F 
of the I D. Act. The management has not adopted the 
principle of first come last go and violated the provisions 
of Section 25(g) of the I D. Act 1947. Thus the applicant 
has prayed that he be reinstated in service with full back 
wages and with continuity of service. 

3. The management in written statement has taken 
the preliminary objection that the establishment of the 
management is national agency for promoting and 
coordinating research in all area of Wheat and Barley 
and it is not an 'Industry' and the applicant is not a 
workman. On merits it is pleaded that the workman was 
engaged as daily paid labourer for the work seasonal in 
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nature. It is stated that workman never completed 240 
days in a calendar year. The workman only worked for 
221 days in one calendar year immediately preceding his 
date of termination as per the detail given in para 1 of the 
written statement. It is pleaded that the workman worked 
for 58 days in the year 1987, 166 days m 1988, 216 days 
in 1989 and 147 days in 1990. The management pleaded 
that it has not violated the provisions of Section 25-F, G 
& H of the ID. Act and the reference deserves dismissal. 

4. The applicant filed replication contending that 
respondent management is industry. It is further pleaded 
junior to the workman namely Balbir Singh was retained 
in service at the time of termination of the sendees of the 
workman 

5. The applicant in evidence filed his affidavit 
Ex. W1 and copy of representation Ex W2 and detail of 
working days of the workman Ex. W2 in evidence The 
management in evidence filed the affidavit of Han Singh 
Ex. Ml. The management also filed the affidavit of Jaspal 
Singh Ex. M2 in evidence. MW2 Jaspal Singh admitted 
in cross-examination that Ranauki Ram, Savitri, Harinder 
and Sukh Ram continued to come as casual labour at the 
time when the workman left the job. He has also admitted 
that Prcm Partap, Ramesh Chand, Des Raj and Ainan 
Kumar were employed after the termination of the 
workman. 

6 I have heard both the parties and gone through 
the record of the case 

7 It is not disputed that the workman had put in 
only 221 days of service in one calendar year immcdiatelv 
before his termination. Under these circumstances, the 
provisions of Section 25-F of the I D. Act do not apply in 
this case The witness of the management has admitted 
that Ranauki Ram, Savitri Devi, Harinder and Sukh Ram 
continued to come even after the termination of the 
services of the workman The witness of the management 
MW1 has deposed that he is not aware that these four 
persons were junior to the workman or not. The 
management has also placed a letter dated 30-4-2001 filed 
on the case file on 30-7-2001 showing that Prcm Partap, 
Ramesh Chand, Des Raj and Aman Kumar were 
appointed during the year 1994 and were junior to the 
applicant workman. In reply to the application for 
production of the record showing that Ranauki Ram, 
Savitri Devi, Harinder and Sukh Ram were junior to the 
workman, the management replied that the record is not 
traceable The inference can be drawn that these four were 
junior to the workman and they were retained in service 
by the management As per provisions of Section 25-G, 
the services of the junior must have been terminated by 
the management rather than the services of the workman 
Thus the management has violated the provisions of this 
Section Therefore, the termination of the services of the 
workman contravening the provisions of Section 25-G 


constitute illegal termination of the services of the 
workman. 

8. The rep of the workman has referred the case 
of Narinder Kumar Vs. State of Haryana 1991(1) R. S. J. 
690, Punjab & Haryana in which the Hon’blc High Court 
has held that if the provisions of Section 25-G are not 
complied with by the management, the workman is 
entitled to be reinstated though he had not completed 240 
days prior to his termination. Keeping in view the law 
laid down by Hon’ble High Court, the workman deserves 
to be reinstated w.e.f. 1-6-1990. 

9 The workman has not pleaded in his claim 
statement that he remained unemployed after the 
termination of his services. In written statement the 
management has pleaded that the workman did not turn 
up for work. In the affidavit also the workman has not 
deposed that he remained unemployed after the 
termination of his service, the workman is not entitled to 
get any back wages 

10. The rep. of the management also taken 
objection that establishment of the management is not 
industry and the applicant is not a workman. He has placed 
reliance on the case law State of Gujarat and others Vs. 
Pratamsingh Narsingh ParmarR.S. J 2001(2) page 132 
and argued that it is to be proved by the workman that 
the establishment to which he had been appointed is an 
industry'. It is also argued that the applicant has not proved 
this fact before this Tribunal 1 have gone through the 
case law The present case law is not applicable on the 
facts and circumstances of the case In the case in hand 
the management has pleaded that its establishment is not 
an industry The management have to prove by leading 
evidence that their establishment is not an industry. The 
management has not proved and led any evidence to show 
as what are the activities and functions carried on by the 
management in absence of which it is held that the 
establishment of the management is an industry. 

11. In view of the discussions made in earlier paras 
it is held that the action of the management in terminating 
the services of Paramjit Singh ex-daily paid labour w.e f. 
1-6-1990 is unjustified. The management is directed to 
reinstate him w.e.f. 1-6-1990 in the same capacity in 
which he was working at the time of termination. He will 
not be entitled to get any back wages. Reference is 
answered accordingly. Central Govt, be informed. 

Chandigarh. S.M. GOEL, Presiding Officer 

Dated : 11-12-2001 

20 2002 

311. 1288.— 3#tf%l, 1947 (1947 

14) ^ qRT 17 % 7E7FK Et. % 

PE. fNhSRjf afR cfrifalt)' % 



3660 


fHE GAZETTE OF INDIA : APRIL 13, 2002/CHAITRA 23, 1924 [Part II— Sec. 3(h)] 


r|U<s)j|3 % TETF (tM TTTET 129/92) Tit M<=hlfVIc1 
EEcft t, Et TTFFTT Ell 20-03-02 Ell UTFT f3TT sn | 

[33.1^-42012/81/92-33^.33Ti:.(^t.-3J.)] 
TFT EFT, aqfEHRITt 

New Delhi, the 20th March, 2002 

S.O. 1288. —In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 129/ 
92) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal/ 
Labour Court, Chandigarh now as shown in the 
Annexure in the Industrial Dispute between the 
employers in relation to the management of B.B.M.B. 
and their workman, which was received by the Central 
Governmenton on 20-03-2002. 

[No. L-42012/8 l/92-IR(DU)] 
KULDIP RAI VERMA, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE SHRI S.M. GOEL, PRESIDING OFFICER 
CENTRAL GOVT. INDUSTRIAL TRIBUN AL-CUM- 
LABOUR COURT, CHANDIGARH 

Case No I D. 129/92 

Daljit Kaur 

D/o Shn Amar Singh, 

H. No. 106-N H , 

NangalTownswhip. 

.Applicant 

Versus 

ChiefEngineer, 

Water Regulation, 

Bhakra Beas Management Board. 

Nangal Township 

Respondent 

Appearances 

For the applicant . Shfi Hardayal Singh 
For the management ShnR. C .Atri 

AWARD 

(Passed on 28-11-2001) 

The Central Govt, vide Notification No. L-42012/ 
81/92-1.R (D.U ) dated 30th of September 1992 has 
referred the following dispute to this Tribunal for 
adjudication: 

"Whether the management of Bhakra Beas 
Management Board in relabon to their Chief Engineer, 
Water Regulation on terminating the sences of Miss 
Daljit Kaur, Typist clerk w.e.f. 1 -4-1988 is justified ? 
If not what relief the workman concerned is entitled 
to and from what date ?’ 


2. The applicant in the claim statement has stated 
that she was appointed as typist clerk on 25-4-1984 in 
regular grade and worked up to 31-3-1988 with notional 
breaks and her services were terminated w.e.f. 1-4-1988 
without following the provisions of the Industrial Disputes 
Act as no retrenchment compensation and notice or notice 
pay was paid to the workman at the time of her 
termination. The applicant also stated that junior Shri 
Mohan Lai has been retained in service and fresh 
recruitment were also made after her termination. The 
applicant prayed for reinstatement in service with full 
back wages and continuity of service. 

3. The respondent m wr itten statement has admitted 
the factum of appointment and termination of the 
applicant and it has been pleaded that the applicant was 
appointed for a specified period and her services came to 
an end after the expiry of the period specified in the 
appointment order. It is denied that Mohan Lai was 
retained and other persons viz. Ail Kumar. Harpal Singh 
and Smt. Neelam Behai were appointed on compensate 
ground and the case of the applicant comes under the 
exclusion clause (bb) of Section 2 (oo) of the I D. Act 
and it is not a retrenchment. It is also stated that the 
applicant is employed as clerk with the Punjab Govt 
Department of employment in District Employment 
Exchange Nangal since 7-8-1989 

4 The applicant m evidence filed her affidavit as 
Ex. W1 and a certificate issued by the Chief Engineer 
Water Regulation BBMB Nangal regarding the working 
days/period of the applicant. The respondent has also filed 
the affidavit V.K. Goel in evidence reiterating the plea of 
the management as in the written statement. The 
respondent also relied on the appointment letters Ex. M2 
to M31. 

5. I have heard both the parties and gone through 
the record of the case 

6 It is the admitted case of the parties that the 
applicant remained employed with the management w.e.f 
4-2-1985 to 31-3-1988 with notional breaks and the 
applicant had completed 240 days of service in every 
calendar year. Ex. W2 is the certificate issued by the Chief 
Engineer, Water Regulation BBMB Nangal to the 
applicant wherein period of working of the applicant was 
shown in which the workman shown to have completed 
240 days of service in a calendar year from the date of 
termination of her service. It is also admitted position 
that no retrenchment compensation, notice or pay in lieu 
of notice was given to the applicant at lhe time of 
termination of her services Thus the management has 
violated the mandatory provisions of Section 25-F of the 
ID Act 1947 The stand of the management is that being 
.the specific employment for specific period, it is not 
covered under the term 'retrenchment' and it is covered 
under the exclusion clause of Section 2 (oo) (bb) of the 
I D. Act. 1947. I find no merit in the contention of the 
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management. Section (bb) of Section 2(oo) is applicable 
for the employment for specific period for one time. But 
when the appointments were given for 89 days each time 
and for a considerable time for about three years, then 
the Section (bb) of Section 2 (oo) is not applicable for 
such termination and it is covered under the term 
‘retrenchment’ as provided in Section 2(oo) of the I.D. 
Act. In my considered opinion, such termination is 
retrenchment and the management should follow the 
mandatory provision for while terminating the services 
of such workmen. 

7. As regard the backwages are concerned, the 
workman has admitted in her cross-examination that she 
has been working with the Punjab Govt, in Employment 
Exchange at Nangal and drawing basic salary of Rs. 4400 
per month w.e.f. 7-8-89. Thus the applicant is gainfully 
employed in Govt, service w.e.f. 7-8-1989. In view of 
this the applicant is entitled backwages only for the period 
from 1-4-1988 to 6-8-1989. 

8. In view of the discussions made in the earlier 
paras, it is held that the termination of the applicant w.e.f. 
1-4-1988 by the management is not justified. She is 
entitled to be reinstated in service with the backwages 
from 1-4-1988 to 6-8-1989 only with continuity of 
service. The reference is answered accordingly Central 
Govt, be informed. 

Chandigarh. S M. GOEL, Presiding Officer 

28-11-2001 

M fe#, 20 -npf, 2002 
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New Delhi, the 20th March, 2002 

S.O. 1289.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act. 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 188/ 
90) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal/Labour 
Court, Chandigarh now as shown in the Annexure in the 
Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation to 
the management of B.B.M B. and their workman, which 
was received by the Central Government on 20-03-2002. 

[No. L-42012/69/90-IR/(DU)] 
KULDIP RAI VERMA, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE SHR1 S.M. GOEL, PRESIDING OFFICER 
CENTRAL GOVT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUN AL-CUM- 
LABOUR COURT, CHANDIGARH 

1 072 


Case No ID 188/90 

Smt. Kuldeep Kaur 
C/o Sh. R.K. Singh, 

House No. 35-G, Nangal Township, 

Distt. Ropar 

.Applicant 

Versus 

Chief Engineer, BBMB, 

Nangal Township, District Ropar 

.Management 

Appearances 

For the Workman Shri R.K. Singh 

For the Management Shri R.C. Sharda 

AWARD 

(Passed on 6th of December 2001) 

The Central Govt, vide Notification No. L-42012/ 
69/90-1.R. (D.U.) dated 27th of November 1990 has 
referred the following dispute to this Tribunal for 
adjudication. 

“Whether the action of the management of BBMB 
Nangal Township in terminating the services of 
Smt. Kuldeep Kaur, Time clerk at their R.M. 
Division. BBMB Nangal Township w.e.f. 
20-8-1985 is legal and justified ? If not, to what 
relief the concerned workman is entitled to ? ” 


2. The case of the applicant in the claim state¬ 
ment is that she had worked with the management w.e.f. 
21-12-1984 to 2-8-1985 for a total period of 223 days. 
Her services were terminated and new hands were 
appointed after her termination. Some juniors were also 
retained She has prayed that she be reinstated in services 
with full backwages 

3. The stand of the management in written 
statement is that the applicant was initially appointed fo; 
89 days for a specific period and specific job and he 
period of appointment was further extended for 89 day 
and later on for 45 days till the completion of specifie 
work which expired on 19-8-1985 and not 2-8-1985 ; 
alleged by the petitioner. The service of the applica. 
came to an end on the expiry of specific period. No othi* 
person of the category of the applicant was employe- 
therefore, the management has not violated the provision 
of Section 25-G of the I D. Act 1947, No person in the 
category of the applicant was appointed after 19-8-1985. 
The management prayed for the rejection of the reference. 

4 Rejoinder was filed by the applicant reiterating 
the averments of the claim statement. Both the parties 
filed their respective affidavits on the line of the pleadings 
of the. parties. The witnesses were examined and cross- 
examined by the respective representatives of the parties. 
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5. I have heard both the parties and gone through 
the entire record of the case. 

6. It is admitted fact in pleadings of the parties that 
the applicant had worked with the management from 
21-12-1984 to 19-8-1985 for 223 days. The applicant has 
admitted in her cross-examination that she is not aware 
whether any time clerk was appointed with the 
management after 19-8-1985 It is also not disclosed by 
the applicant that any person in the category of the 
applicant was appointed or retained at the time of her 
termination. She has not completed 240 days of service 
which is statutory requirement to attract the provisions 
of Section 25-F of the I.D Act 1947. The representative 
of the workman has argued that the services of the 
applicant was terminated to avoid the payment of 
retrenchment compensation U/S 25-F and this also 
amounts to unfair labour practice But the representative 
of the management has failed to show any such document 
which shows that the work was available with the 
management and any person was appointed after the 
termination of the services of the applicant No such 
instance has been shown by the applicant to show any 
unfair labour practice on the part of the management. The 
appointment of the applicant initially for 89 days which 
was further extended for 89 days and 45 days are for 
specifiec period and when the specific job comes to an 
end on the expiry of last period of 85 days, the term of 
appointment came to an end on the expiry of the specific 
period. Even otherwise the applicant had not completed 
240 days of service in a calendar year to attract the 
provisions of Section 25-F. No ulterior motive was shown 
by the applicant that her services were terminated with 
biased attitude. So to my mind there is no illegality in 
the termination of the services of the applicant. 

7. Even otherwise also, no case was made but by 
the applicant that there was any person junior to her was 
retained and any person was appointed after her 
termination i.e. 19-8-1985. In view of this, I am of the 
view that the action of the management of B B MB. in 
terminating the services of Smt. Kuldeep Kaur time clerk 
w.e.f. 20-8-1985 is legal and justified. The applicant is 
not entitled to any relief. The reference is answered 
accordingly. Central Govt, be informed. 

Chandigarh. S.M GOEL, Presiding Officer 

6 - 12-2001 

20 RTft, 2002 
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New Delhi, the 20th March, 2002 

S.O. 1290.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947). the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref No 34/96) 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal/Labour 
Court, Chandigarh now as shown in the Annexure in the 
Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation to 
the management of CPWD and their workman, which 
was received by the Central Government on 20-03-2002. 

[No. L-42012/211/94-IR (D.U.)] 
KULDIP RAI VERMA, Desk Officer 
ANNEXURE 

BEFORE SHRI S.M. GOEL, PRESIDING OFFICER, 
CENTRAL GOVT., INDUSTRIAL TRIBUN AL-CUM- 
LABOUR COURT, CHANDIGARH 

Case No. ID 34 of 1996 

Shri Labh Singh S/o Shn Ajit Singh, 

R/o V & PO Barwala, Distt Ambala 
(Haryana)-133001 ...Petitioner 

Vs. 

The Ex. Engineer, 

CPWD Division No. 1, 

Sector 7-B, Chandigarh-160001 ... Respondent 

Appearances 
For the workman None 

For the management : ShriG.C Babbar 

AWARD 

(Passed on 5th December, 2001) 

The Central Govt. Ministry of Labour vide 
Notification No L-42012/2.11/94-IR (D U.) dated 27th 
March, 1996 has referred the following dispute to this 
Tribunal for adjudication: 

“Whether the action of the Ex. Engineer, CPWD 
Division No 1, Chandigarh in terminating the 
Services of Shri Labh Singh Typist is proper, legal 
and justified 9 If not, to what relief the workman 
concerned is entitled to T 

2. None has put up appearance on behalf of the 
workman, nor any evidence is present It appears that 
workman is not interested to pursue with the present 
reference In view of the above, since the workman is not 
interested to pursue with the present reference, the same 
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is returned to the Central Government for want of 
prosecution. Central Government be informed. 

Chandigarh S.M. GOEL, Presiding Officer 

5-12-2001. 

% 20 2002 
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[n. •qcT-420i2/50/93-s : n^.3m.(Tt.-^.)] 
g>d$h WJ ririf, 3rf%>TT)' 
New Delhi, the 20th March, 2002 

S.O. 1291. —In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 91/94) 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal/Labour 
Court, Chandigarh now as shown in the annexure in the 
Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation to 
the management of Central Institute for Research on 
Buffaloes and their workman, which was received by the 
Central Government on 20-03-2002. 

[No. L-42012/50/93-IR (D.U.)j 
KULDIP RAI VERMA, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE SHRI S.M. GOEL, PRESIDING OFFICER, 
CENTRAL GOVT. INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM- 
LABOUR COURT, CHANDIGARH 

Case No. ID 91 of 1994 

Shri Daya Nand S/o Shri Hari Lai, 

Village & Post Kirmara, 

Distt. & Tehsil Hissar. ... .Petitioner 

Vs. 

Director, 

Central Instt. for Research 

of Buffaloes, Hissar. ... .Respondent 

Appearances 

For the workman None 

For the management Shri R.K. Sharma 

AWARD 

(Passed on 19th October, 2001) 

The Central Govt. Ministry of Labour vide 
Notification No. L-42012/50/93-ffi. (D U.) dated 17th 


August, 1994 has referred the following dispute to this 
Tribunal for adjudication: 

“Whether the action of the management of Central 
Institute for Research on Buffaloes, Hissar in 
terminating the services of the workman Shri Daya 
Nand w.e.f. 31-10-90 is legal and justified ? If not, 
what relief the workman concerned is entitled to and 
•from what date T 

2. None has put up appearance on behalf of the 
workman despite notices. It appears that workman is not- 
interested to pursue with the present reference. In view of 
the above, since none is present behalf of the workman, 
the reference is returned to the Central Government for 
want of prosecution. Central Government be informed. 

Chandigarh S.M. GOEL, Presiding Officer 

19-10-2001. 
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New Delhi, the 20th March, 2002 

S.O. 1292.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 62/92) 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal/Labour 
Court, Chandigarh now as shown in the annexure in the 
Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation to 
the management of Indian Agriculture Research Institute 
and their workman, which was received by the Central 
Government on 20-03-2002 

[No. L-42012/156/91 -IR (D.U.)] 
KULDIP RAI VERMA. Desk Officer 
ANNEXURE 

BEFORE SHRI S.M. GOEL, PRESIDING OFFICER, 
CENTRAL GOVT. INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNA; ,-CUM- 
LABOUR COURT, CHANDIGARH 
Case No. ID 62/92 

Shri Jal Singh S/o Sh. Mamu Ram, 

R/o Village Nalvi Khurad, 

P.O. Kunjpura, Distt. Kamal. ...Applicant 

Vs. 

Project Director, 

Directorate of Wheat Research, 

Kamal (Hry.) 
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Appearances 

For the workman Shri J B. Tacoria 
For the management Shri S.K. Sood 

AWARD 

(Passed on 11th December, 2001) 

The Central Govt vide Notification No L-42012/ 
156/')'-IR (D U ) dated 29th of June 1992 has referred 
the fw lowing dispute to this Tribunal for adjudication 

‘Whether the action of the management of Indian 
Agriculture Research Institute (Barley Project now 
Wheat Project) in terminating the services of Shn 
Jal Singh w e.f 23-6-1988 is justified 7 If not. what 
relief he is entitled to 9 ” 

2 The applicant in his claim statement has stated 
that .ic was employed as daily paid worker on 4-7-87 and 
worked upto 21-8-1987 and rc-emplovcd again on 
1-9-1987 and worked in the Barley Project till 23-6-1988 
without any break His name was sponsored through 
employment exchange Many persons were employed after 
the termination of his service and had been retained in the 
scrv.ce Even on 25-4-1990. Ramesh. Bimla and Multan 
wer • engaged The management also violated the 
provisions of Section 25-G and H of the I D. Act 1947. 
No -oticc. notice pay and retrenchment compensation was 
pain bv the management at the time of his termination. 
He prayed for his reinstatement in service with full back 
wages and continuity of service. 

3 The management in preliminary objection taken 
the plea that the respondent is not an industry and it does 
not come under the Industrial Disputes Act. On merits it 
was admitted by the management that the workman had 
worked for 288 days from Sep 1987 to June 1988 
including Sunday and holidays The workman was 
engaged on purely daily wage basis The management 
staled that the workman has never contacted the office 
and he for the first time made the representation in 1/91. 

It is further contended by the management that workman 
was engaged purely on daily wage basis for the specific 
period and his term of employment comes to end on the 
completion of casual/scasonal work The management 
prayed for the dismissal of the reference 

4 The applicant filed replication reiterating the 
contents of the claim statement. 

5 In evidence the workman filed his affidavit 
Ex W-l The workman in his cross-examination stated 
that Ranauki Ram. Savitri Devi were employed after his 
termination The management in evidence filed the 
■affidavit of Jaspal Singh Ex Ml. The witness of the 
management has admitted in cross-examination that 
Ranauki. Savitri and Sukh Ram and Hannder were 
engaged after the termination of the services of the 
applicant 


6. I have heard both the parties and gone through 
the record of the case The rep of the management has 
cited before me the case law State of Gujarat and others 
Versus Pratamsingh Narsingh Parmar R.S.J. 2001(2) 
page 132 and argued that the respondent is not an 
industry’ and the applicant is not a workman, as it is 
to be proved by the applicant/workman that the 
establishment to which he had been appointed is an 
industry. It is pointed by the rep of the management 
that the applicant has not proved this fact before this 
Tribunal. The present case law is not applicable on 
the facts and circumstances of the case. In the present 
case the management has pleaded that its establishment 
is not'an industry The management have to prove by 
leading evidence that their establishment is not an 
industry. The management has not proved by any 
evidence that what are the activities of the management 
and what function are carried out by the management. 

In absence of which it is held that the establishment of 
the management is an industry The rep. of the 
management has also argued that the workman has 
completed only 225 days excluding Sundays and 
Holidays and the Sundays and Holidays can not be 
taken into account while calculating the number 
working days for the purpose of calculating 240 days 
in one calendar year. It is admitted by the management 
that the workman had completed 288 days including 
Sundays and Holidays in one calendar year 
immediately before the termination of his services. It 
is held in the case law of Workmen of American 
Express International Banking Corpn Vs. Management 
of American Express International Banking 
Corporation reported m AIR 1986 Supreme Court 458 
that Sundays and other paid holidays can be taken into 
account for the purpose of reckoning the total number 
of days on which the workman could be said to have 
actually worked. In view this authority it is held that 
the workman had completed 240 days of services in 
one calendar year immediately before termination of 
his services. 

7. It is admitted position of the parties that no notice, 
notice pay or retrenchment compensation was paid by the 
management at the time of termination of his services. 
It is held that the management has violated the provisions 
Section 25-F of the I D. Act 1947. 

8. In view of the above discussion it is held that 
the action of the management of Indian Agriculture 
Research Institute (Barley project now wheat project) in 
terminating the services of Shri Jal Singh w.e.f. 23-6-1988 
is unjustified. The applicant is entitled to be reinstated in 
services w.e.f. 23-6-1988 with full back wages and 
continuity of service. The reference is answered 
accordingly. Central Govt, be informed. 

Chandigarh S.M. GOEL, Presiding Officer 

11 - 12 - 2001 . 
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[71. 35U42012/180/90-33^.337. (^.ft.) 1 
giclftN 713 3*ft, %3> 3lf333ft 
New Delhi, the 20th March, 2002 

S.O. 1293. —In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref No. 68/91) 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal/Labour 
Court, Chandigarh now as shown in the annexure in the 
Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation to 
the management of Bhakra Dam and their workman, 
which was received by the Central Government on 
20-03-2002. 

[No. L-42012/180/90-IR (D.U.)] 
KULDIP RAI VERMA, Desk Officer 
ANNEXURE 

BEFORE SHRI S M GOEL, PRESIDING OFFICER, 
CENTRAL GOVT , INDUSTRIAL TRIBUN AL-CUM- 
LABOUR COURT, CHANDIGARH 

Case No. ID 68/91 

Shri Ashok Kumar S/o Shri Piara Lai 
C/o Shri R.K. Singh, General Secretary, 

Nangal Bhakra Mazdoor Sangh, INTUC, 

Nangal Township, Distt. Ropar .. Applicant 

Vs. 

ChiefEngineer, 

Bhakra Dam, Nangal Township . . Respondent 

Appearances 

For the workman . ShriR K Singh 
For the management : ShnR.C Atn 

AWARD 

(Passed on 28th December, 2001) 

The Central Govt, vide Gazette Notification 
No. L-42012/180/90-IR (D.U.) dated 13th of June. 1991 
has referred the following dispute to this Tribunal for 
adjudication: 

“Whether the action of the management of the Chief 
Engineer. Bhakra Dam, Nangal Township in 
terminating the services of Shri Ashok Kumar S/o 
Shri Piara Lai is justified ? If not, what relief he is 
entitled to 7” 


2. The applicant stated in the claim statement that 
he worked as skilled and unskilled mazdoor and paid 
monthly wages w.e.f. 1-6-1987 in different divisions of 
the management and continuously employed till 
31-3-1989 He has completed 282 days of service from 
4/88 to 3/89 No seniority list was maintained by the 
management. His juniors have been retained in service. 
The management has also violated the provisions of 
Section 25-N of the ID Act 1947 Thus the management 
has violated the provisions of Section 25F, G and N of 
the I D. Act. The applicant prayed for his reinstatement 
with full back wages. 

3. The management in written statement has taken 
preliminary objection that the management has framed its 
policy for the deployment of daily rated workers in 
pursuance of the directions of the Hon’ble Himacjial 
Pradesh High Court given in the case of Smt. Ram Piarai 
and others Vs BBMB and the seniority of the daily rated 
workers were prepared division wise. It is admitted that 
workman worked as skilled labour in workshop division 
BC & Township from 6/87 to 3/89 intermittently. It is, 
pleaded that the applicant had not completed 240 days in 
twelve calendar months from 4/88 to 3/89 in a single 
division. The seniority list of daily wages workers were 
prepared divisionvvise in pursuance of the High Court 
orders. It is also pleaded that the job for which the services 
of the applicant was requisitioned is not of continuous 
nature, and there is no unfair labour practice on the part 
of the management The management prayed for the 
rejection of the reference. 

4 The applicant filed rejoinder reiterating the claim 
made in the claim statement. 

5 The applicant filed his affidavit in evidence 
which is Ex. W13. The applicant also summoned the 
vouchers which are Ex. W1 to W12. The management 
filed the affidavit of A. K. Alhuwalia SDO which is 
Ex. Ml in evidence and also relied on the policy Ex. M 2 
for deployment of daily wagers dated 8-7-1988. 

6 I have heard both the parties and have gone 
through the entire record of the case. 

7. Representative of the workman has argued that 
the applicant had completed more than 240 days 
continuous service in one calendar year immediately 
before his termination i.e. 1-4-1989 and no notice, 
retrenchment compensation and pay in lieu of notice was 
paid to him, which is clear violation of Section 25-F of 
the Industrial Disputes Act and the applicant deserves to 
be reinstated in sendee with Dill back wages. He has placed 
reliance on the case of Rajinder Singh Vs Presiding Officer 
reported in Service cases Today 2001(4) page 1105 
111 which the workman has completed 240 days of service 
in different divisions I have carefully examined the record 
of the case in hand The workman in his claim statement 
and in the record the workman shown to have worked for 
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24 days in April 1988, for 31 days in May 1988, for 19 
days in 10/88, 27 days in 11/88, 23 days in 12/88, 23 days 
in 2/89 and 26 days in 3/89. He has also stated that he has 
worked in the month of June 1988 also. Even if the 
30 days taken to be included for the month of June 1988, 
the workman has put in 203 days for l he period from 4/88 
to 3/89 in different divisions. In the case cited above, the 
workman had completed 240 days of service though in 
different division So this case law is not helpful to the 
workman. The rep of the workman has also argued that 
juniors have been retained in service while the services of 
the workman has terminated. As rep the policy decision 
of the Board dated 8-7-1988 the seniority list of the daily 
wagers at division level was prepared after the direction 
of the Hon’ble High Court of Himachal Pradesh in the 
case of Ram Payari Vs. BBMB in W. 1 No 27/88. 

More over the workman has not completed 240 days 
in any one division and also in the different divisions so 
the work can not claim the benefit of violation of Section 
25-F of the I D Act 1947 

8 The management's representative has also cited 
the case of Lachhman Dass Vs. BBMB reported in 1992 
Lab. l.C. 1997 in which the similar question was raised 
and the policy dated 8-7-1988 prepared by the Board to 
maintain the seniority at division level and it was upheld 
by the Hon’ble Punjab & Haryana High Court. In view of 
the above, it is held that action of the management of the 
Chief Engineer, Bhakra Dam Nangal Township in 
terminating the services of Shri Ashok Kumar son of Shri 
Piara Lai is justified The workman is not entitled to any 
relief. The reference is answered accordingly Central 
Government be informed. 

Chandigarh S M GOEL, Presiding Officer 

28-12-2001 

22 rrm, 2002 

grr, 3 ir. 1294 .—ftiriip 1947 (1947 

cjn 14 ) efft srrrr 17 % ft’, ttwtt 

% ft®T5 ftpftsrftf ftft; rt-ft-Wi 
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ftmft'FT T? fevft % ft^TR (ft<?ft 7T131T 59/95) 

iftt 22-03-2002 TTFtT 

f3TT *TTI 

[ft. T3j7t-42012/l09/94-^.3TK.(fthL)] 
rfJclftftf ITT ^TT, itw 3Tfft<=hiO 
New Delhi, the 22nd March. 2002 

S.O. 1294. —In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act. 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref No 59/95) 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal/Labour 


Court, New Delhi now as shown in the annexure in the 
Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation to 
the management of C.P.W.D. and their workman, which 
was received by the Central Government on 22-03-2002. 

[No. L-42012/109/94-IR (D.U.)] 
KULDIP RAI VERMA, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

IN THE CENTRAL GOVT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT, NEW DELHI 

Presiding Officer : Shri Badri Niwas Pandey 
ID No. 59/95 

Shri Devinder S/o Kishan, 

C/o C.P.W.D. Mazdoor Union, 

E-26 (Old Qtr), Raja Bazar, 

Baba Kharak Singh Marg, New Delhi 

. Workman/Claimant 
Vs. 

The Executive Engineer, 

Asian Games Electrical Dn. I, 

C P.W.D. Gate No 29. 

Nehru Stadium, New Delhi 

Management/Respondent 

AWARD 

The Central Government in the Ministry of Labour 
vide its Order No L-42012/109/94-1 R. (DU) dated 
9-5-95 has referred the following industrial dispute to this 
Tribunal for adjudication 

“Whether the action of the Management of 
Executive Engineer, Asian Games Electrical Dn I. 
C P W D , New' Delhi was justified in terminating 
the services of Devinder S/o Kishan Wircman w.e.f 
23-11-91 If not, what relief the workman 
concerned is entitled to ?" 

2 The workman. Devender, has alleged that he was 
initially engaged as Wircman on muster roll on 26-6-82 
and posted in sub-division 1 at Nehni Stadium and worked 
continuously upto 22-11-91. that he was arrested in the 
night of 23-1 1-91 on charges of theft when he was 
performing night shift duty and he was released on bail 
on 25-11-91, that instead of holding a departmental 
enquiry, he was terminated arbitrarily from the service on 
the same date and w'hcn he reported on duty on 25-11-91 
after release on bail, the management refused to take him 
on duty, that many juniors to him arc still working in the 
Division and most of them have been regularised in the 
time scale of Rs. 950—1500, that on termination, no 
compensation gratuity or one month's pay was given to 
him as provided under Industrial Disputes Act. 1947; that 
despite his repeated requests, the management refused to 
reinstate him in service, that he worked w ithout any break 
w'e.f 26-6-82 to 22-11-91 and completed 240 days in 
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every calendar year; that during pendency of dispute 
before conciliation officer he was discharged from the 
criminal case on 2-7-93 by the Metropolitan Magistrate, 
Delhi; that even then he was not reinstated by the 
Management; that he was told that he would be reinstated 
after his acquittal; that even after his acquittal the 
management did not re-instate him, that the Management 
violated the provisions of Section 25(F), 25(G) and 25(H) 
of the I D, Act. So the termination is illegal as well as 
unjustified, that at the time of termination he was getting 
the scale of Rs 950-1500; that the action of management 
is neither legal nor justified; that the workman is entitled 
to reinstatement w.e f. 23-11-91 with all consequential 
benefits like seniority, regularisation etc. 

3. In the written statement it is alleged by the 
Management that on 23-11-91 at about 9 pm 
Shri Devender along with Sarabjit Singh and two more 
individuals were stopped at the main Gate (West) of J.N. 
Stadium when they were carrying glass panes in a Maruti 
Vehicle. They were arrested on 23-11-91 and kept in 
custody till 25-11-91, that the action of Management 
terminating the workman w.e.f 23-11-91 is justified as 
he was daily rated worker, that as Devender was not regular 
employee so question of Departmental Enquiry and formal 
termination order does not arise, even in the case of regular 
Government employees when they are in police custody 
beyond 48 hours they are deemed to have placed under 
suspension. It is denied that any junior person to him was 
regularised as Wireman, that as the workman was treated 
as terminated on ground of misconduct, he is not entitled 
to any compensation/gratuity or one month’s pay which 
are given for termination of service other than on 
misconduct. It is also denied that he was told by the 
Management that he will be reinstated on duty after 
acquittal, by the court, that his case was considered for re¬ 
employment after acquittal but it was decided that he 
would not be re-engaged as casual worker again after 
approximately four years as there was ban. The workman 
was treated as terminated w.e.f. 23-11-91, that the 
workman was paid Rs. 60.50p per day on 23-11-91 at the 
time of termination as per rate fixed by the department, 
that the workman has been correctly treated as terminated 
w.e.f. 23-11-91 and is not entitled for reinstatement since 
he is not a regular government servant. It is prayed that 
claim of the workman be dismissed outrightly. 

4. In the rejoinder facts stated in written statement 
are denied and facts stated in the claim have been 
reiterated. 

5. Management filed affidavit of Shri G.S. Gupta, 
Executive Engineer in support of its case who was cross- 
examined by workman representative. Along with affidavit 
he filed letter dated 17-12-91 informing custody of 
Devender Singh workman from 23/24-11-91 to 
25-11-91(P-1) letter from Chief Security Officer regarding 
taking away of government stores in vehicle by Devender 


Singh and other (P-2) and Memo dated 11-3-93 (P-3) In 
cross he stated that no formal order of termination was 
passed in case of workman Devender. He stated that a 
theft case was going on against him in Court and on 
acquittal when he came for duty he was treated as 
terminated. The workman did not come for duty after 
23-11-91 and that there was no provision of any 
compensation or notice to be given to a daily rated 
employee and that the workman had been continuously 
working after 26-6-82 to 22-11-91. The workman filed 
his affidavit Ex. WW1 /1 in evidence in support of his case 
and in his cross-examination he stated that he was regular 
worker at the time of termination, he stated that he was 
not paid for the day he did not work He was not given 
medical leave, Earned Leave or Casual leave like regular 
employee. He was not given all the benefits which a regular 
employee was getting except the salary. 

6. I have heard learned counsel for the parties and 
have perused the file and written arguments submitted by 
the parties. 

7. The admitted facts of the case are that the 
workman Devender was initially engaged as Wireman on 
muster-roll on 26-6-82 and continuously worked upto 
22-11-91, that he was arrested in the night of 23-11-91 on 
the charges of theft and was released on bail on 25-11 -91, 
that after release on bail on 25-11-91 and also even after 
subsequent discharge and acquittal from the criminal case 
he was not allowed to resume his duty, that no notice of 
so called deemed termination was given nor any 
departmental proceeding for the alleged misconduct was 
conducted nor any amount in lieu of such notice or wages 
or compensation was paid to him. The Management has 
further alleged in its written statement that the workman 
Devender was not a regular employee, so question of 
departmental enquiry in his case did not arise, that even 
in the case of regular government employees when they 
are in police custody for more than 48 hours they are 
deemed to have been placed under suspension and that as 
the workman was treated as terminated on the ground of 
misconduct, he was not entitled to any compensation/ 
gratuity or one month’s pay for notice. It has been further 
alleged that the case of the workman was considered for 
his re-employment after his acquittal but he was not re¬ 
engaged as casual worker after approximately 4 years as 
there was ban and the workman was treated as terminated 
w.e.f. 23-11-91. 

8. From the above admitted facts it is clear that the 
workman continuously worked for more than 9 years and 
thereafter he was refused to work on the basis of a criminal 
case without following principles of natural justice and 
also mandatory provisions of Section 25-F of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947. After his arrest on the charges of theft 
he remained in custody for 2 days only which was beyond 
his control, therefore, it cannot be termed as intentional 
absence He was also ultimately acquitted from the 
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criminal case, so he cannot be held guilty of misconduct. 
Soon after his release fromjail when he presented himself 
for his duty, he was illegally refused by the Management. 
He was treated as terminated we.f 23-11-91 by the 
Management. The alleged deemed termination was not 
by way of any punishment on the basis of any 
Departmental enquiry. So at the most it can be treated as 
retrenchment only. But mandatory provision of Section 
25-F of the I.D. Act, 1947 were not followed. Admittedly 
no such notice as required by the law was given nor any 
amount in lieu of such notice was paid to the workman. 
He was also not paid any amount of compensation as 
required by the law in the aforesaid provision. Therefore, 
the action of the Management in the instant case treating 
the workman as terminated cannot be justified. It has come 
in the evidence of the workman that many juniors to him 
like S/Shri Bijender Pal and Sukhdev were retained m 
service and their services were also regularised m the time 
scale of Rs. 950-1500 At the time of his alleged 
termination he was also being paid in the same pay scale. 
Therefore, if the workman Devender had been allowed to 
work like others he would have also been regularised like 
his other juniors. 

9. It has been further alleged by the Management 
that ‘ his case for re-employment was considered after 
acquittal from the court but it was decided by the 
competent committee that Shri Devender, wireman could 
not be re-engagect as casual worker again after 
approximately four years as there was absolute ban on the 
engagement of casual workers at present 

10. No such order of absolute ban on the 
engagement of casual workers was produced/shown 
to me. Moreover, since the alleged deemed 
termination was against the principle of Natural justice 
and also without following the mandatory provisions of 
law it was biased and illegal and the workman was entitled 
to continue his service with back wages There was no 
question of his re-employment in service but he was 
simply to be reinstated in the service because he was 
debarred from his service illegally and for no fault of his 
own. 

11. In M.C D Vs. Praveen Kumar Jain and 
others reported in 1999 Lab. I.C. 619, the Hon ble 
Supreme Court has held that “discharge from servic'e- 
Validity—Respondent, a casual worker, discharged on 
account of misconduct—But order passed without 
conduct of disciplinary proceedings—is invalid Further 
if it was discharged simpliciter as pleaded by appellant- 
Corporation—It was violative of S-25F for non- 
compliance thereof—Order setting aside such order of 
discharge wj}£ proper—Respondent directed to be 
reinstated^However, considering fact that there was in 
fact misconduct by respondent, back wages reduced to 
50%. Again in a case of Nar Singh Pal Vs. Union of 


India and others reported in 2000 Lab I C 1377. the 
Hon ble Supreme Court held “Termination of service- 
Casual Labour in Govt. Department—Worked 
continuously as such for more than 10 years and also 
acquired “temporary status”—Prosecuted for criminal 
offences on allegation of assaulting gateman on duty- 
Acquitted subsequently—Termination of his services on 
basis of same nymdent by paying him retrenchment 
compensation—Order passed on basis of preliminary 
enquiry and not on basis of regular departmental enquiry, 
without issuing a charge sheet or giving opportunity^f 
hearing—Being punitive in nature, liable to be set aside- 
Fact that delinquent encashed cheque of retrenchment 
compensation—is of no consequence. Further held that 
after ultimate acquittal involvement of the appellant in a 
criminal case could not have been made basis for 
terminating his services. Since the appellant was 
acquitted, and it was a clean acquittal, the stigma attached 
to him of having been prosecuted in a criminal case should 
have been treated to have disappeared and no argument 
can be allowed to be raised for justifying the order of 
dismissal on the ground of appellant's involvement in a 
criminal case”. 

12 There is nothing like deemed termination If 
termination is based on stigma, before passing the order 
of termination holding departmental enquiry against the 
employee is mandatory. Such termination is based on 
stigma will amount to punitive order which cannot legally 
be passed without adopting the mandatory provisions of 
law and principles of natural justice. Admittedly no such 
enquiry 1 was conducted against the workman If the alleged 
termination was simplicitor then at the most it could be 
treated as retrenchment only for which mandatory' 
p’rovisions of Section 25F of the I D Act. 1947 was to be 
followed. Admittedly in the instant case before the alleged 
deemed termination nothing was done by the 
Management The workman was deprived of Ins job only- 
on basis of his involvement in a criminal case in which he 
was ultimately acquitted and remained in custody for two 
days only. The appellant approached the management to 
resume his duty and his work but he was arbitrarily and 
illegally refused. 

13 In view of the above discussions I am of the 
view that the action of the Management—Executive 
Engineer A G Electrical Division No. 1. C P.W D .New 
Delhi in terminating services of the workman Shri 
Devender w.e f 23-11-91 was arbitrary and illegal which 
cannot be justified and sustained. The alleged deemed 
termination deserves to be quashed. Workman deserves 
to be reinstated with full back wages according to rules 
w.e.f. 23-11-91 till the date of his restatement in service 
and all consequential benefits with immediate effect The 
management is given two months time to reinstate the 
workman in service and make full payment of back wages. 
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14 The claim petition of the workman is accordingly 
allowed. Costs is made easy. Award is given accordingly. 

B N. PANDEY, Presiding Officer 

Dated : 18-3-02 

^ 22 TBf, 2002 
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New Delhi, the 22nd March, 2002 

S.O. 1295.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial.Disputes Act. 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref No 202/ 
2000) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal/ 
Labour Court. Lucknow now as shown in the Annexure 
i n the Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation 
to the management of Indian Veterinary' Research Instt. 
and their workman, which was received by the Central 
Government on 22-3-2002 

[No. L-42012/191 /2000-IR(DU)] 
KULD1P RAI VERMA. Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT. 

LUCKNOW 

PRESENT 

RUDRESH KUMAR 
PRESIDING OFFICER 

I.D. No. 202/2000 

Ref. No L-42012/19 l/2000/IR(DU) dated 31-10-2000 
Between 

Sh Mohan Singh Bisht S/o Sh Diwan Singh Bisht, 
Narcndcr Vihar Near 1VRI Gate No 2.1/alnagar, 
Bareilly (U P )-243001 

And 

Director. Indian Veterinary Research Institute. 

Izatnagar. Bareilly (U P ) 243001 

AWARD 

By order No 42012/191/2000/IR (DU) dated 
31-10-2000. the Central Government in the Ministry of 

i°nzc,jj 03 ^z^. 


Labour, in exercise of powers conferred by clause (d) of 
sub-section (1) and Section 2(A) of I D. Act, 1947 (14 of 
1947) referred this industrial dispute between Mohan 
Singh Bisht S/o Diwan Singh Bisht and Director, Indian 
Veterinary Research Institute, Bareilly for adjudication. 

The reference under adjudication is as under : 

“Whether the action of the Management of Indian 
Veterinary Research Institute, Izatnagar, Bareilly in 
terminating the services of their workman 
Sh. Mohan Singh Bisht, Ex-Daily worker w.e.f. 
18-7-92 is legal and justified ? If not, to what relief 
the workman is entitled and from which date ?” 

2. In short : Mohan Singh Bisht, the workman, 
claims to have worked as daily wager/casual labourer in 
Indian Veterinary Research Institute, Izatnagar, Bareilly 
w.e.f. 2-11-1989 to 17-7-1992. It is alleged that his 
employer used to terminate his services verbally without 
any order in writing or prior notice and it’s such acts 
were illegal. Some certificates of working days were issued 
to him and are annexed as Annexures A-I to A-VI. It is 
further stated that his name was sponsored from 
Employment Exchange. Bareilly as he was qualified for 
Group 'D' post. His employer also adopted unfair labour 
practices in replacing him by other junior persons to deny 
him regularity m service. On 4-1-94 applications were 
invited on prescribed proforma to regularize service and 
he also made application, and was interviewed on 2-9-95 
for the post of the Mazdoor, and subsequently on 
18-11-1995 for the post of attendant and peon. Only those 
daily wagers/casual labourers having nexus with the 
employer, despite being over age, were given 
appointments but he was denied regularization despite 
instructions to regularize services of such casual labourers 
at par with him A number of allegations have been made 
against the employer which are not very relevant for the 
purposes of adjudication, as the reference is very specific 
about judging validity of termination of the workman 
w.ef 18-7-1992. 

3 The employer has refuted allegations of th 
workman and further raised issue that a Research Institu 
is not an "Industry” within the meaning of Section 2(j) 
the I D Act The status of the workman is also challengi 
that he was merely a casual worker engaged lor few da. 
in a year to work as Mazdoors for 40 days at a time. 1( 
days in six months or 200 days in a year as pci requiremer 
in the scasonal/intermittent nature ofwbrk The employe 
has denied that the workman had worked c\ u. continuously, 
for 240 days in any year to be entitled to benefit under 
Section 25-F 1 D Act It has also filed photo copy of 
Registration Card for casual worker relating to the workman, 
to show the workman was associated with the Institute since 
2-11-1989 till 13-7-92 but in none of the years, he worked 
for 240 days and so, is not enliLed to claim benefit of 
"continuous service" as defined under Section 25-B of the 



3670 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA ; APRIL 13, 2002/CHAITRA 23, 1924 [Part II— Sec. 3(ii)] 


I D. Act. Management has also refuted claim of 
regularization or any selection as alleged by the workman. 

4. On receipt of the reference order, notices were 
issued to the workman and the employer In compliance, 
the workman filed his claim statement and submitted 
authority in favour of Mr. R.C Pathak, who Appeared 
on 24-1-2001. Since 16-2-2001 the Workman did not 
appear. On 31-5-2001, one Mr. Gyan Prakash, 
Advocate appeared to represent the workman but he 
did not appear afterward Then after registered notices 
were issued to the workman by order dated 6-7-2001, 
8-8-2001 and 7-9-2001 but none responded, and so on 
31-10-2001 OTder was passed to proceed ex-parte. The 
management also was given time to file its evidence. 

5. Though, the case proceeded ex-parte, it seems 
expedient to pursue documentary evidence on record 
filed by the workman to substantiate his claim. Annexure 
I, a certificate of working days shows 40 days working. 
Annexure II is also a certificate dated 30-1-90 which shows 
working for 40 days by the workman. Again, Annexure 
III is a certificate dated 29-11-90 which certifies working 
tor 199 days Annexure IV is another certificate showing 
working for 80 days. Annexure V is also a certificate dated 
23-11-91 u'hich shows working from 24-6-91 to 21-9-91 
Annexure VI dated 17-7-92 also show working period of 
89 days in between 16-4-92 to 13-7-92, Annexure VII is 
a copy of markshcet and Annexure VIII is a school leaving 
certificate Some photo copies of the attendance register 
from year 1993 onward has been filed beside some 
documents in the nature of executive circulars etc. issued 
by the employer. 

6. Factual scrutiny leads to show that the 
management has not denied association of the workman 
with it, but it has stated that the Workman was engaged on 
seasonal/internuttcnl nature of woik He was issued a 
Registration Card for casual workers. This card bears photo 
and signature of the workman and was issued on 
5-12-1989. All working days entries were made in this 
card under signature of the officers under whom the 
workman discharged his duties The period mentioned in 
Annexure I to Annexure VI tally with entries in this card 
From the date-wise entries, it can not conceived that the 
workman discharged duties continuously for 240 days or 
more in any year. He last worked on 13-7-92 He was 
paid on the basis of entries in the Casual Labour card and 
payment made to him is not disputed The workman did 
not appear to assail bona fide of the entries in this Casual 
Labour Card, and so it be taken to be unrebutted. 

7. The submission of the management that the 
workman abandoned services on his own for some better 
employment and did not report to duty, remains 
unchallenged. 

8. The onus to prove working period for 240 days 
in a year lies on the workman The work man did not appear 
in evidence nor subjected himself to be cross-examined. 


Even on the basis of certificates Annexures I to VI issued 
by the management, He cah not claim benefit of continuous 
service. Some averments referred to workings in the year 
1994-95 but this Tribunal has to confine itself to the 
Validity of the termination dated 18-7-92 and is not 
required to analyze document of subsequent dates, which 
are not relevant for termination on an earlier date. 

9. In the facts and circumstances of the case, it is 
also not necessary to enter into merit of preliminary issue, 
whether the Indian Veterinary Research Institute is an 
“Industry” as defined unde r Section 2 (j) of the I D. Act. 

10. Accordingly, the workman failed to prove that 
his termination order dated 18-7-92 was illegal. He is not 
entitled td any relief. 

Lucknow 

18-3-2002 

RUDRESH KUMAR, Presiding Officer 

A i fevft, 22 2002 

SFT. 331.1296.—1947 (1947 
14) uro 17 % arjrtTrt 4', 

^^2 ITSfPi 4) 31 <4) < +>4‘*>l<f 

% srjsro 4 afhaffiw fern 4 m-m 
atWft* 3Tte7mr, 'h/'HV'V %4^ (wit 309 / 2001 ) 
rst ypwftui t, ^sft ^ 22 - 3-2002 rtrt 

1331 «TT I 

[4. 13^4012/4/98-3^3^.(^.1,.)] 

TTrt rtrtf, 3lfsT5RTd 

New Delhi, the 22nd March, 2002 

S.O. 1296.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No 
309/2001) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal/ 
Labour Court, Bhubaneswar now as shown in the 
Annexure in the Industrial Dispute between the employers 
in relation to the management of Defence Estate Officer 
and their workman, which was received by the Central 
Government on 22-03-2002, 

[No. L-14012/4/98-IR(DU)] 
KULDIP RAI VERMA. Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT, 
BHUBANESWAR 

Present. Shri S.K Dhal. OSJS (Sr Branch). 

Presiding Officer, C.G I T.-cum-Labour 
Court, Bhubaneswar 

Tr. INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE CASE No 309/2001 
Date of Conclusion of the hearing—25th Feb. 2002 

Date of Passing Award—12th Mar. 2002 
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Between : 

The management of the Asst. Defence 
Estate Officer, 131, Surya Nagar, Unit-VII, 
Bhubaneswar—751 003. 

,. 1st party-Management. 

And 

Their Workman, Shri Ashok Kumar 
Moharana, At/Po. Darada, Via. Bahpatna, 
Dist Khurda, (Orissa) 752 102. 

,,, 2nd Party-Workman. 

Appearances: 

Shri R Majumdar, 

APE Q,, Bhubaneswar. 

... For the 1st Party-Management 
Shri Ashok Kumar Moharana. 

. . . For Himself-2nd Party-Workman. 

AWARD 

The Government of India in the Ministry of Labour, 
in exercise of powers conferred by Clause (d) of sub¬ 
section (1) and sub-section 2(A) of Section 10 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947) have referred 
the following dispute for adjudication vide their Order 
No. L-14012/4/98-IR (DU), dated 23-12-1999 

“Whether the action of the Management of Defence 
Estate Officer, Orissa in terminating the services of 
Shri Ashok Kumar Moharana, Casual Chowkidar 
is proper and justified ? If not, whether the demand 
of the workman for reinstatement with full back 
wages and seniority is justified ? If not, what 
directions are necessary in this regard ?" 

2. The dispute is between the Assistant Defence 
Estate Officer (hereinafter called as the 1st Party) and Shri 
Ashok Kumar Moharana, (hereinafter called as the 2nd 
Party). 

3. The case of the 2nd Party-Workman runs thus - 

His name was sponsored by the Employment 
Exchange Bhubaneswar, for the Post of Chowkidar and 
an interview was conducted by the 1st Party-Management, 
Being selected he was appointed. He performed his duties 
from 6-8-1993 to 15-4-1994. He performed his duty for 
more than 18 hours per day, though the 1st Party- 
Management has assured to pay extra wages at the rate of 
Rs. 35 per day, the same has also not been paid. For that 
case, I D. Misc. Case No, 114/95 has been filed by the 
2nd Party-Workman which is subjudice before the Labour 
Court. According to the 2nd Party-Workman as per the 
terms of the appointment order, dated 22-3-1994 he was 
appointed for 89 days from 2-2-1994. But before expire 
of the terms his service was terminated without assigning 
any reason and without compliance of Section 25-F (a)(b) 


of the Industrial Disputes Act. He has taken the stand that 
his service was terminated because the new officer wanted 
to keep his own man, namely Shri Durga Charan Naik, 
who Has been appointed and is continuing in the post of 
Chowkidar. So he has prayed for reinstatement with full 
back wages and all other service benefits with effect from 
15-4-1994. 

4. The 1st Party-Management has filed their 
Written Statement. The first stand has been taken 
by the 1st Party-Management that the reference made 
under section 10 of the Industrial Dispute Act is not 
maintainable as the Director of Defence Estate Officer 
(Ministry of Defence) is not an industry and the 2nd 
Party is not a workman within the meaning of Section 
2(s) of the Industrial Disputes Act. It has been further 
pleaded by the 1st Party-Management that, the 2nd 
Party was appointed as a casual Chowkidar on need 
basis for a specified period to mitigate the exigencies. 
The claim of the 2nd Party is that he has worked 
continuously from 6-8-1993 to 15-4-1994 has been 
denied. It has been specifically pleaded that, the 2nd 
Party was engaged for 89 days with effect from 6-8-1993 
to 2-11-1993 vide office order No. 60, dated 3-9-1993, 
again with effect from 24-11-1993 to 31-01-1994 and 
again he was issued for an order of appointment for the 
period of 89 days with effect from 2-2-1994. After that, 
the services of the 2nd Party-Workman was not required 
with effect from 25-3-1994, as such his appointment was 
terminated and has been duly communicated. The claim 
of the 2nd Party-Workman is that he was assured to be 
paid with extra wages has been denied. The filing of the 
I D. Misc. Case No. 114/95 has been admitted by the 1st 
Party-Management. It has been further pleaded that, 
though the appointment order was issued for engagement 
of 89 days as per the direction of the Director of Defence, 
the 1st Party-management had to terminate his service. 
The plea of the 1st Party-Management is that, the 2nd 
Party-Workman has not completed 240 days in a 12 
calendar months as he was appointed on need basis and 
he performed his work only intermittently. So, the 
provision of Section 25-F (a)(b) of the Industrial Disputes 
Act has no application. 

5. On (he above pleadings of the parties, the 
following issues have been settled 

ISSUES 

1. Whether the reference is maintainable q view qf 
the letter of the Ministry, dated 16-4-1 >98? 

2. Whether the Management of Defence Est?x 
Officer comes under the definition of Industry ? 

3. Whether the termination of Shri Ashok Kumar 
Moharana, Casual Worker is proftr an<i 
justified ? 

4. To what relief the Workman is entitled ? 
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6 Though the parties have declined to adduce 
an jral evidence they have relied on the documents 
ad . ttcd in this case On behalf of the 2nd Party- 
W kman. appointment order, dated 3-9-1993 (Ext -1). 
ap nntmcntorder, dated22-3-1994 (Ext -2) termination 
or r. dated 25-3-1994 (Ext -3) and copy of the Misc Case 
N' 114/1995 (Ext -4) have been exhibited on behalf of 
tin nd Party-Workman The IstPartv-Management has 
ex! iited two letters (Exts-A & B) Ext.-A is the terms 
fc ,ie engagement of casual labourers, dated 16-3-1993 
a , Ext -B is the l nstructions for the engagement of casual 
la mrers. dated 12-4-1993 

FINDINGS 

IS! UE No. II 

7 I have taken this Issue first for convenient 
sat o. The stand taken by the 1st Party-Management is that, 
it t eing the branch office of the Director of Defence Estate 
an inseparable part of the Ministry of Defence is thus 
excluded from the definition of word "Industry” in view 
of Section 2(j)(b)(6) of the Industrial Disputes Act, in that 
case, the 1 st Party-Management is not an Industry and the 
2nd Party-Workman does not come under the definition 
of Vorkman So, the present reference is not maintainable. 
O; the other hand it is submitted on behalf of the 2nd 
Pa ty is that, this is only applicable to the regular staff of 
th< 1 st Party-Management and he being a casual worker, 
h ; would come under the definition of Workman as per 
ti e provisions of the Industrial Disputes Act and this 
1 ubunal has got power to grant relief. After hearing of 
b- ih the parties, I find much force in the submission made 
o i behalf of the 1st Party-Management. Admittedly, the 
i st Party-Management is a branch of the Director of 
Defence Estate. No materials have been placed on behalf 
o f the 2nd Party-Workman that the 1st Party-Management 
i a production unit of any defence materials to bring the 
same under the mischievous Industry. So, in my opinion, 
the 1st Party-Management would not come under the 
definition of Industry and consequently, the 2nd Party 
w ould not come under the definition of the workman. On 
the other words, this Tribunal have no power to entertain 
the grievance of the 2nd Party' and hence, the reference is 
not maintainable. This issue is answered accordingly. 

ISSUE No. I & III 

8 Both the Issues have taken together for convenient 
sake The 2nd Party' has claimed that he has worked for 
more than 240 days before his termination without any 
assigning any reason So his termination is illegal. Ext.-1 
is the appointment order under which, the 2nd Party- 
Workman was appointed for 89 days with effect from 
6-8-1993 to 2-11-1993 Under Ext-2 again he was 
appointed from 2-2-1994 till 15-4-1994 The service of 
the 2nd Party-Workman was terminated before 15-4-1994 
l e on 25-3-1994. The case of the 2nd Party is that he 
worked for 251 days from 6-8-1993 to 15-4-1994 without 
any break On the other hand, it is submitted on behalf of 


the 1st Party-Management that, the appointment of the 2nd 
Party was for 89 days and thereafter there was break in 
service and again the 2nd Party was appointed for another 
89 days and before completion of the period he was 
terminated as lus sen ices was no longer required 
Admittedly, there are no materials has been shown by the 
2ndPartythat he had worked from 3-11-1993 to 1-2-1994 
According to the 2nd Party this break shown by the 1st 
Party-Management is a motivated break to avoid the claim 
of the 2nd Party On the other hand, inviting the attention 
of the letter of the Government of India, dated I -4-1998. it 
has been submitted on behalf of the 1 st Party-Management 
that the Ministry , initially was not in favour of making 
reference on the ground that the 2nd Party had not put 240 
days of service during 12 months prior to his alleged 
termination but subsequently has made a reference and 
when the 2nd Party has not been able to explain this position 
and that w ould go to suggest that he has never worked for 
240 days during 12 months prior to his alleged termination. 

It is true that, the Ministry had refused to make the reference 
and subsequently a reference has been made. While 
refusing reference there was an observation that, the 2nd 
Party has not worked 240 days continuouly in 12 calendar 
months prior to his termination. In my opinion, this 
observation is not binding on the Tribunal to accept the 
same Thai is an administrative observation subject to 
judicial review. The 1st Party-Management can not take 
an advantage on that, to say that, the 2nd Party -Workman 
has never worked for 240 days. I have already staled that 
no materials have been produced on behalf of the 2nd Party 
that, he had worked from 3-1 1-1993 to 1-2-1994 because 
Ex.-I reveals that the 2nd Party was appointed for 89 days 
i.e. from 6-8-1993 to 2-11-1993 and under Ext -2 the 2nd 
Party w'as appointed for another 89 days i e. from 2-2-1994 
to 15-4-1994. The 2nd Party in his Claim Statement has 
stated that he has worked for 251 days from 6-8-1993 to 
15-4-1994. Approximately there is a gap of 90 days from 
3-11-1993 to 1-2-1994 The submission made on behalf 
of the 2nd Party that this break is motivated, in my opinion 
it can not be accepted because if that 90 days is excluded 
from 251 days as claimed by the 2nd Party, it would be 
seen that he has never worked for 240 days No doubt under 
Ext -2 he was appointed for 89 days but prior to the 
completion of the penod his services was terminated. The 
1st Party-Management placing reliance on Ext -1 and 2 
and has submitted in view of the order of the Ministry of 
Defence the services of the 2nd Party was terminated as 
there was direction not to engage the casual labourers 
against the regular vacancy When the services of the 2nd 
party w'as utilized on casual basis his disengagement would 
not c.ome under the definition of termination or 
retrenchment as per the provisions of the Industrial Dispute 
Act. so, the termination of services of the 2nd Party can 
not said to be illegal Hence both the Issues are answered 
accordingly. 
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ISSUE NO. IV 

9. In view of my findings given in respect of Issue 
No. I, II and III, the 2nd Party is not entitled for 
reinstatement with full back wages and he is not entitled 
for any relief. 

10. Reference is answered accordingly. 

S.K. DHAL, Presiding Officer 

3IT^T 

4^ ftovft, 7 415, 2002 

4RT. 35. 1297.—mfftl%4ft4 717547 4tt4f 714 sftfftl 
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ORDER 

New Delhi, the 7th March, 2002 

S.0.1297.—Whereas the Central Government was 
of the opinion that an industrial dispute existed between 
the employer of Cement Corporation of India and their 
workman at ( 1 ) Rajban Cement Factory. Distt. Sirmur, 
Himachal Pradesh and (ii) Bokajan Cement Factory, 
Bokajan, Distt. Karbi, Anglong, Assam 

And whereas the dispute involved a question of 
national importance and was also of such a nature that 
industrial establishments of Cement Corporation of India 
situated in more than one State were likely to be interested 
in or affected by such disputes. 

And whereas the Central Government was of the 
opinion that the said dispute should be adjudicated by a 
National Tribunal. 

And whereas the Central Government in exercise 
of the powers conferred by Section 7 (B) of the I D. Act, 
1947 (14 of 1947) constituted a National Tribunal vide 
Ministry of Labour Order No. L-51030/5/84-I&E(SS) 
dated 16-10-84 with the headquarters at Kolkata and 
appointed Justice M P Singh as its Presiding Officer and 
in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1A) 
of Section 10 of the said Act, referred the said Industrial 
Dispute to the said National Industrial Tribunal for 
adjudication. 

And whereas a vacancy has occurred in the office 
of the Presiding Officer of the National Industrial tribunal, 
constituted by the said notification of the Government of 
India. 

Now, therefore, a National Industrial Tribunal is 
constituted with headquarters at Kolkata and Justice B.P. 
Sharma as its Presiding Officer and the said above dispute 
is referred to the said National Industrial Tribunal for 
adjudication. 

[No. L-51030/13/200 l-IR(PG)] 
PADMA BALASUBRAMANIAN, Jt. Secy. 

41? iftcvft, 1 SltcT, 2002 

44. 34. 1298.—4i4f4, 447 lfe4T % 4444 441 4441 
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EEeftt I 

[EEE. pI-11012/9/2002-3TTi.3m.(3Tt-I)] 
SET. W. Tpn, 3TEE ElfEE 

New Delhi, the 1st April, 2002 

S.O. 1298.—Whereas an industrial dispute exists 
between the management of Air India and their workman 
represented by Air India Aircraft Engineers Association, 
Mumbai, 

And whereas, the Hon'ble High Court of Judicature 
at Mumbai in their order dated 25-2-2002 disposed off 
'CAS No 7486 of 2002 in Appeal from Order No 1041 of 
2001 with CA No. 225 of 2002 with the direction to the 
Central Govt to refer the said industrial dispute to the 
sole Arbitration of Hon’ble Mr. Justice H Suresh (Retd.) 
upon receiving joint application from the parties 
concerned; 

And whereas, the said management and their 
workman represented by the said Association have by 
written agreement under sub-section(i) of section 10A of 
the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947) agreed to 
refer the said disputes to Arbitration and have forwarded 
to the Central Govt, a copy of the said agreement; 

Now’ therefore. In pursuance of sub-section (3) of 
Section 10A of the said Act the Central Govt, hereby 


publishes the said agreement as hereto appended alongwith 
Terms of reference (Annexure “A” to form“C”) as 
proposed by Air India Aircrafts Engineers Association, 
Terms of reference (Annexure Al) as proposed by Air 
India, Letter of consent of Mr. Justice H Suresh (Retd.) 
(Annexure “B”) Minutes of order (Annexure “C”) and 
Order dated 25-2-2002 of the Hon’ble High Court of 
Mumbai (Annexure “D”) and herby refers the said 
Industrial Dispute to the sole Arbitration of Hon’ble Mr. 
Justice H. Suresh (Retd.) pursuant to the direction of the 
Hon’ble High Court afore mentioned. 

And whereas, the Central Govt, is satisfied that the 
parties to the agreement represent the majority of each 
party, the Central Govt, in exercise of powers conferred 
by sub-section 3 A of the Industrial Disputes Act 1947 (14 
of 1947) read with Rule 8A of the Industrial Disputes 
(Central) Rules, 1957, in this behalf publishes this 
notification for the information of the employers and 
workmen who are not parties to the Arbitration agreement 
but are concerned in the dispute. 

[F. No. L-11012/9/2002-IR(C-I)] 
S.S. GUPTA, Under Secy. 

FORM C 
(See Rule 7) 

AGREEMENT 

(Under Section 10-A of the Industrial Disputes Act, 
1947). 

BETWEEN 

Name of the Parties - 

Representing employers : Air India Limited 

Representing workmen : Air India Aircraft 

Engineers' Association 

It is hereby agreed between the parties to refer the 
following industrial dispute, to the arbitration of Hon’ble 
Mr. Justice H. Suresh (Retd.) 

(i) Specific matters in : As per Annexure ‘A’ 

disputes & A-l 

(ii) Details of the parties : Air India limted Old 
to the dispute includ- Airport, Kalina Santa 
ing the name and ad- Cruz (East) Mumbai 
dress of the establish- 400 029. 

ment or undertaking 
involved 

(iii) Name of the workman : Air India Aircraft Engi- 
in case he himself is neers’ Association, Old 
involved in the dispute Airport Kalina, Santa 
or the name of the Cruz (East) Mumbai 
union, if any, repre- 400 029 

senting the workmen 
or workman in ques¬ 
tion 
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(iv) Total number of : 12474 as on 1-2-2002 
workmen employed 

in the undertaking 
affected 

(v) Estimated number of : 494 as on 1-2-2002 
workmen affected or 

likely to be affected 
by the dispute 

We further agree that the Award of the Hon’ble 
Mr. Justice H. Suresh (Retd.) shall be binding on us. In 
case the arbitrators are equally divided in their opinion, 
that they shall appoint another person as umpire whose 
award shall be binding on us. The arbitrator shall make 
his award within a period of six months (here specify the 
period agreed upon by the Parties) [from the date of 
publication of this agreement in the Official Gazette by 
the appropriate Government] or within such time as is 
extended by mutual agreement between us in writing. In 
case the award is not made within the period 
aforementioned, the reference to arbitration shall stand 
automatically cancelled and we shall be free to negotiate 
for the fresh arbitration. 

Signature of the Parties Representing 

Employer 
For AIR India Limited 
Representing Workmen 
For Air India Aircraft Engineers’ Association 

Witness: 

( 1 ) 

( 2 ) 

Copy to:— 

(i) The Assistant Labour Commissioner (Central), 
Office of the Assistant Labour Commissioner 
(Central), Ministry of Labour, Government of 
India, Sharmraksha Bhawan, Sion, Mumbai 
400022. 

(ii) The Regional Labour Commissioner (Central), 
Office of the Regional Labour Commissioner 
(Central), Ministry of Labour, Government of 
India, Shramraksha Bhawan, Sion Mumbai 
400022. 

(iii) The Chief Labour Commissioner (Central), New 
Delhi. 

(iv) The Secretary to the Government of India, 
Ministry of Labour, Employment and 
Rehabilitation (Department of Labour and 
Employment), New Delhi. 

*Where applicable 

**Delete whichever is not applicable 


ANNEXXJRE l A’ 

By Air India Aircraft Engineers Association 
TERMS OF REFERENCE 

1. (a) Whether the workmen (Aircraft Engineers) 
are entitled to PLI payment for extra sector flights during 
the following periods as per the terms of MoS of 1996 ? 


SI. 

Period 

Aircraft 

PLI 

No. 


Registration 

1. 

22-09-96 to 01-10-96 ' 

VT-EGB 

Not Paid 

2. 

22-10-96 to 31-10-96 

VT-EGB 

Not Paid 

3. 

07-11-96 to 13-11-96 

VT-EGB 

Not Paid 

4. 

27-09-97 to 01-10-97 

VT-EGA 

Not Paid 

5. 

13-10-97 to 19-10-97 

VT-EGA 

Not Paid 

6. 

27-10-97 to 1-11-97 

VT-EGA 

Not Paid 

7. 

06-09-98 to 21-09-98 

VT-EGC 

Not Paid 

8. 

22-09-98 to 01-10-98 

VT-EGC 

Not Paid 

9. 

22-10-98 to 24-10-98 

VT-EGC 

Not Paid 


(b) Whether the Air-India management has already 
decided to pay the said arrears after the mutual consulatation 
with the office bearers of the Association and the payment 
was only subject to the approval of the Board of Directors? 

(c) If so, whether they are entitled to receive interest 
on the said payments (Arrears) and if so, at what rate ? 

2. (a) Whether the existing agreement on PLI dated 
2/3 of May, 1996 was required to be reviewed and 
amended as per the terms of the said settlement on account 
of introduction of additional aircraft ? 

(b) If so, whether the workmen are entitled to 
interest on arrears of payment from the date of 
introduction of additional aircrafts till payment ? 

3. (a) Whether the grade 34 should be created in 
view of the stagnation of many Sr. Dy. Chief Aircraft 
Engineers 7 

(b) Whether the Air India management had 
principally agreed to create such grade and had appointed 
a Committee under the Chairmanships of Mr. S.A. 
Deshmukh by letter dated April 6th. 2001 only to workout 
the modalities ? 

(c) If so, whether the management is responsible 
for the delay in the creation of grade no. 34, if so. what 
relief the stagnated Aircraft Engineers are entitled to ? 

4. (a) Whether the Aircraft Engineers are entitled 
to get additional productivity compensation for 
undertaking non-scheduled/outside party work during the 
period 1996 till today and in future as per the term of 
2nd/3rd May 1996 settlement Annexure ‘C’ para no. 4. 

(b) If so, whether they are entitled to get the interest 
over the due payment for such work done during the 
period mentioned above ? 
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5 (a) Whether the workmen are entitled to get 
additional productivity compensation for carrying out the 
periodic check of A-300 B4 aircraft m-house which was 
earlier done by foreign party ? 

(b) If so, what amount of compensation should be 
paid from the time periodic checks started m Air-India 
for A300-B4 ? 

6. Whether the following action of management 
amount to violation of Agreement/Understanding/ 
Awards ? 

(a) Non-payment of PLI for the following period : 

Period Aircraft 

12- 08-01 to 10-09-01 VT-ESO 

13- 09-01 to 09-10-01 VT-ESM 

06-12-01 to 03-01 -02 VT-ESN 

(b) If the Air India Management desires to make 
any alterations in the Settlements and/or Understanding, 
norms, reflected in the Maintenance System Manual, 
Quality Control Manual, and/or, the correspondence or 
otherwise change the established pratices in respect of 
the Service conditions. The same should not be done 
without consultation of the Association and without giving 
notice of change 

7 (a) The norms detailed by the National Safety 
Council in its “Aviation Ground Operations Safety Hand 
Book 'publication on safety of equipment, hangar, shops 
should be observed to make the working conditions safe. 

(b) The Air India Management should also observe 
the Ramp safety' requirements for personnel contained in 
the Airport Authority’s manuals 

(c) Engine run up area should be made available as 
per the requirement of Airport manuals 

8 (a) Whether the Rest Rooms provided to Aircraft 
Engineers are furnished and maintained to the required 
standard 7 

(b) Whether health, safety and welfare aspects are 
up to the required standards that are provided by Air India 
management to Aircraft Engineers (workmen) and 
maintained ? 

9. (a) Whether the Aircraft Engineers who have 
obtained qualification for Inspection/certification of 
747-400 and its equipment after 1997 arc entitled to 
certification allowance as per the settlement dated 1994 as 
being paid to similarly qualified persons prior to 1997 7 

(b) If so. whether they are entitled to the interest on 
the amount remaining unpaid and at what rate ? 

10 Whether the Office Bearers of the Association 
are entitled to travel on confirmed ticket on club class as 
per the bilateral agreement of 1989 and the practice 
observed for over 15 years 7 

11. Whether the action of Management of granting 
approval to Technical Officers in the matter of. 


Defect Investigation; Recording, Analysis; 
Rectification; Log book certification, Calling out defect 
rectification; Preparation of documents; MEL/CDL; 
Maintenance of test equipment; Preparation of procedure/ 
process sheets—which are the job function and duties 
and responsibility of Aircraft Engineers according to rules 
and regulation and bilateral agreements and practice, 
legal? Just ? Proper ? 

12. (a) Whether a parity in the matter of total 
emoluments of Aircraft Engineers should be maintained 
vis-a-vis the total emoluments of Pilots as well as Flight 
engineers ? If so, what should be the percentage of 
emoluments payable to Aircraft Engineers at the lowest 
grade as well as compared with the Pilots and Flight 
Engineers at the lowest and highest grades ? 

(b) Whether the Aircraft Engineers are entitled to 
get additional fixed Allowance of Rs. 50,000 as a fixed 
allowance named as multiple fleet allowance on the same 
lines being paid to Pilots at Rs. 50,000 per month and 
Flight Engineers Rs. 35,000 per months—in addition to 
all other salaries and allowances ? 

13. “Whether we should regard to long standing 
practice of sending the Aircraft Engineers to attend 
Seminars, conferences, and training programs held by 
Manufacturer or Vendors of Aircrafts/Engines and its 
Components, and that too in consultation with the 
Association and fixing the eligible name of the 
incumbents ? Whether the action of the Management of 
sending only Executives and/or Aircraft Engineers 
(workmen) without consultation and agreement with the 
Association is just, and proper ? Whether the practice is 
a part of service condition of Aircraft Engineers, which 
can not be altered without the due process of law should 
be continued ?” 

ANNEXURE ‘A-l’ 

TERMS OF REFERENCE BY AIR INDIA 


1. (a) Whether the Aircraft Engineers are entitled 
to PLI payment for extra section flights during the 
following periods as per the terms of MoS of 1996 ? 


SI. 

No. 

Period 

Aircraft 

Registration 

PLI 

1 

22-09-96 to 01-10-96 

VT-EGB 

Not Paid 

2. 

22-10-96 to 31-10-96 

VT-EGB 

Not Paid 

3 

07-11-96 to 13-11-96 

VT-EGB 

Not Paid 

4 

27-09-97 to 01-10-97 

VT-EGA 

Not Paid 

5 

13-10-97 to 19-10-97 

VT-EGA 

Not Paid 

6. 

27-10-97 to 01-11-97 

VT-EGA 

Not Paid 

7 

06-09-98 to 21-09-98 

VT-EGC 

Not Paid 

8. 

22-09-98 to 01-10-98 

VT-EGC 

Not Paid 

9 

22-10-98 to 24-10-98 

VT-EGC 

Not Paid 


1(b) Whether the Aircraft Engineers and A1AEA 
are precluded from raising the demand for inclusion of 
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WIP flights for reckoning the payment of PLI in view 
of the concluded and binding settlement between the 
parties which has not been terminated, and whether the 
demand made by AIAEA is maintainable in law ? 

1(c) Whether a Communication addressed to the 
Union that matter will be placed before the Board for its 
approval creates a right in favour of the union for 
payment? 

1(d) Whether a tentative proposal arrived at during 
incomplete negotiations is binding upon the Management 9 

1(e) If the answer to 1(a), 1(c) and 1(d) is in the 
affirmative, whether they are entitled to receive interest 
on the said payments (arrears) if so at what rate ? 

1(f) Whether the claim of AIAEA to receive interest 
on the said payment of arrears is maintainable in law and 
whether interest can be claimed even though no demand 
was ever raised in this behalf and there is no industrial 
dispute in existence ? 

2(a) Whether the exsting agreement on PLI dated 
2/3 May, 1996 was required to be reviewed and amended 
as per the terms of the said settlement on account of 
introduction of additional aircraft ? 

2(b) If so, whether the Management is entitled to 
review and amend the performance/Productivity Linked 
Incentive Scheme in accordance with Clause 16 of the 
MOS of 1996 ? 

2(c) If the answer to 2(a) is in the affirmative, 
whether the workmen are entitled to interest on arrears 
of payment from the date of introduction of additional 
aircraft till payment ? 

2(d) Whether the claim of AIAEA to receive interest 
on the said payment of arrears is maintainable in law and 
whether interest can be claimed even though no demand 
was ever raised in this behalf and there is no industrial 
dispute in existence ? 

3(a) Whether the demand of AIAEA for the 
promotion of Deputy Chief Aircraft Engineer to Grade 
34 is justified in the light of Deshmukh Committee 
Report ? 

3(b) Whether Deputy Chief Aircraft Engineers who 
declined promotion to Grade 34 in the past are entitled to 
be promoted to the said Grade ? 

3(c) If the answer to 3(a) and 3(b) is in the 
affirmative, what reliefs are the Aircraft Engineers’ 
entitled to ? 

4(a) Whether the Aircraft Engineers are entitled to 
get additional productivity compensation for undertaking 
non-scheduled/outside party work during the period 1996 
till today and in future as per the term of 2/3 May, 1996 
Settlement Annexure “C” para No. 4 ? 


4(b) Whether Clause 7 of MoS of 1996 as well as 
the revised productivity on work practices as enumerate 
in Annexure "C" and other provisions of the said 19% 
Settlement already compensated the Aircraft Engineers 
for undertaking non-scheduled/outside party work ? 

4(c) If so whether they are entitled to get the interest 
on the due payment for such work done during the period 

mentioned above 7 , 

4(d) Whether the claim of AIAEA to receive interest 
on the said payment of arrears is maintainable in law and 
whether interest can be claimed even though no demand 
was ever raised in this behalf and there is no industrial 
dispupe in existence ? 

5(a) Whether the Aircraft Engineers are entitle', 
to get additional productivity compensation for carrying 
out the periodic check of A-300 B4 aircraft inhouse which 
was earlier done by foreign party ? 

5(b) Whether having received PLI Payment on the 
basis of number of aircraft in the fleet, the demand for 
additional productivity compensation for periodic check 
of A-300 B4 Aircraft is maintainable or justified even 
though the said aircraft were counted as part of the fleet? 

5(c) If the answer of 5(a) is in the affirmative, what 
amount of compensation should be paid to the Aircraft 
Engineers ? 

6(a) Whether PLI is payable for the following 
period: 

Period Aircraft 

12- 08-01 to 10-09-01 VT-ESO 

13- 09-01 to 09-10-01 VT-ESM 

.06-12-01 to 03-01-02 VT-ESN 

6(b) Whether the work done during the said period 
consisting of strut modification carried out in respect of 
the above mentioned aircraft, which forms part o 
airworthiness requirement, can be reckoned for th 
calculation of PLI payment ? If so, whether the Aircra* 
Engineers will be eligible for any relief ? 

6(c) Whether the Aircraft Engineers are entith 
to claim PLI payments for the aforesaid three periods: 
out in 6(a) above, even though the work done on t 
concerned three aircraft during the said periods was b) 
foreign company in Taiwan, and the aircraft enginei 
did not work on the said aircraft during that period ? 

6(d) Note : 

(The Terms of Reference contained ,n 6(b) of the 
AIAEA draft cannot be referred as it is totally vague and 
does not refer to any actual of existing deputes, which 
are in existence between the parties. IE >o; netical issue.; 
cannot be referred under the 1,,• t nal D ,sp> ites Act, 194" 
In any event, there can be no req ■ c i nent of consultation 
or Notice of Change except wise prescribed by statute 
or by any specific term of the sett nient/uiiderstanding) 
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7(a) Whether AIAEA proves that there is any 
violation of prescribed safety or hygiene standards by 
Air India ? 

7(b) Whether such issues are required to be raised 
before the prescribed statutory authorities and cannot form 
the subject matter of an industrial dispute ? 

8, Already covered in Number 7(a) above. 

9(a) Whether the Aircraft Engineers who have not 
obtained required qualification for inspection/certification 
for 747-400 and its equipments after 1997 are entitled to 
certification allowance as per the Settlement dated 1994 
as being paid to qualified Engineers prior to 1997 ? 

9(b) Wheter such a demand which is contrary to 
Settlements is maintainable ? 

9(c) If the answer to 9(a) and 9(b) is in affirmative, 
whether the Aircraft Engineers are entitled to interest on 
the amount remaining unpaid and at what rate ? 

9(d) Whether the claim of AIAEA to receive 
interest on the said payment of arrears is maintainable in 
law and whether interest can be claimed even though no 
demand was ever raised in this behalf and there is no 
industrial dispute in existence ? 

10(a) Whether the officebearers of the Association 
are entitled to travel on confirmed tickets in club class as 
per the bilateral agreement of 1989 and the practice 
allegedly observed for over 15 years ? 

10(b) Whether a demand for confirmed tickets for 
office bearers of a trade union is an industrial dispute 
and whether such demand is maintainable under the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 ? 

10(c) Whether benefits given to office bearers of 
the Association are enforceable after the expiry and/or 
termination of the bilateral agreement of 1989? 

10(d) Whether the said demand is maintainable or 
justified or in view of the provisions of the Air India 
Employees Passage Regulations? 

10(e) Whether such a demand is justified and can 
be granted at the cost of fare paying passengers ? 

11. Whether the depiand of the AIAEA for 
promotions to the post of Senior Aircraft Engineer in 
respect of Aircraft Engineers pot in possession of BAMEC 
issued by DGCA is sustainable in law having regard to 
the Settlements and Agreements, including the Agreement 
dated April 06,1989 ? 

12. Whether the payment of PLI to the Aircraft 
Engineers as per the parameters prescribed in the 
Agreement dated May 2/3, 1996 without any capping or 
ceiling levels is justified? If so, whether the capping levels 
or ceiling prescribed by the Management for payment of 
PLI as stipulated in letter No. DHRD/37-PLI/064 dated 
January 21, 2002 are justified ? 


13. Having regard to the Clause 6 of Annexure "C" 
of Settlement dated May 2/3 1996, relating to revised 
productivity/work practices, whether the sponsoring of 
names for attending training programmes can be a subject 
matter of industrial dispute? Whether the demand of 
AIAEA that the nominations to various training 
programmes should be done after prior consultation with 
the AIAEA is justified ? 

14(a) Whether the grant of approvals by the 
Management to the Technical Officers of Engineering 
and Engine Overhaul Departments does in anyway 
amount to violation of any of the existing Agreements/ 
Understandings/Awards with the AIAEA 7 

14(b) Whether the AIAEA is entitled to raise any 
dispute or demand relating to the issues which are covered 
by the DGCA Rules and Regulations? 

14(c) Having regard to the approval granted by the 
DGCA to Management in granting approvals to the 
Technical Officers, whether the AIAEA is precluded from 
raising any demand or dispute with regard to the grant of 
approvals to the Technical Officers of Engineering and 
Engine Overhaul Departments ? 

14(d) Aircraft Engineers having agreed to ihe 
Management as per Clause 13 of the Annexure “C” of 
the Agreement dated May 2/3, 1996 to rationalise and 
introduce such measures so as to imporove the Company 's 
overall standards of efficiency, to reduce cost and to set 
up productivity in the larger interest of the Company is 
precluded from raising any objection demand with regard 
to the grant of approvals to Technical Officers of the 
Engineering and Engine Overhaul Departments especially 
when the existing approvals and the licences granted id 
the Aircraft Engineers are not prejudiciously affected? 

ANNEXURE ‘B’ 

JUSTICE H SURESH (RETD ) 

SENIOR ADVOCATE 

Chambers 501, Sir Vithaldas Chambers, 16, Bombay 
Samachar Marg, Bombay 400023, Tel 2874571, 
2044108 

Date 11th March, 2002 

I hereby consent to be an arbitrator in the dispute 
between Air India Ltd. and its workmen represented by 
Air India Aircraft Engineers Association, as per the 
consent order of the Honorabl e High Court dated February 
25, 2002. 

Justice H. Suresh (Retd.) 

ANNEXURE ‘C’ 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT 
BOMBAY 

APPELLATE SIDE CIVIL, JURISDICTION CIVIL 

APPLICATION STAMP NO. 7486 OF 2002 

IN 
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APPEAL FROM ORDER NO 1041 OF 2001 
Air India Ltd. 

.Petitioner (Orig. Appellants) 

V/s 

Air India Aircraft Engineers Association & Ors. 

.Respondents (Orig. Respondents) 

Mr S.G. Aney, Sr. Advocate with Mr, C.U Singh i/b 
M/s. M.V. Kini & Co. for the Petitioners 
(Orig Appellants) 

Mr. Jayant G Gadkan. Advocate for the Respondents 

(Orig Respondents) 

CORAM : Hon’ble Dr D.Y. CHANDRACHUD, J 
Date : 25th February, 2002 

MINUTES OF THE ORDER 


1 Without prejudice to the rights and contentions 
of the parties, the present Civil Application as well as the 
Appeal from Order are disposed of by consent with the 
following Order. 

2 The Parties will jointly apply to the Central 
Government within One week to refer all the disputes raised 
in the Strike Notice dated 15th February, 2002 and all 
disputes raised in Strike Notice dated 28th July, 2001 as 
well as all disputes pending in conciliation before the 
Regional Labour Commissioner (C) Mumbai, to the Sole 
Arbitration of Hon'ble Mr. Justice H. Suresh (Retired), and 
upon receiving such joint application the Central 
Government is directed to refer the said disputes to 
Arbitration u/s 1 0-4 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 
within a period of One month In case, the parties jointly 
agree before submitting the joint application to refer any 
addtional disputes to arbitration, the joint application will 
also contain such other disputes which the parties have 
agreed to refer, and all such disputes shall be referred by 
the Central Government. 


3. Both parties have agreed to share the cost of 
Arbitration and Ld. Arbitrator’s fees in the proportion of 
75% by the Petitioner and 25% by the Respondent. 


4. In view of this consent Order, the Respondent 
Association withdraws the Strike notices dated 28th July 
2001 and 15th February 2002. Pending conclusion of the 


Arbitration proceedings 
publication of the Arbit 
Association, its officer^ 
shall not proceed ifl 

agitation or disrut 
services of the aA 
of operations oR 




a period of 30 days after 
the Respondent 
representatives 
gc in any 
ming and 
normalcy 




vYve 


M/s. M V KINI & Co. Mr. Jayant G Gadkari 

Advocates & Solicitors 

Mumbai. 

ANNEXURE ‘D’ 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT 
BOMBAY 
APPELLATE SIDE 

APPEAL FROM ORDER NO. 1041 OF 2001 
WITH 

CIVIL APPLICATION NO. 225 OF 2002 

Air India Ltd. .Appellant 

V/s 

Air India Aircraft Engineers Association & Ors. 

.Respondents 

Shri S. G. Aney, Senior Counsel with Shri C.U. Singh 
i/b. M. V. Kini & Co. fop Appellant. 

Shri J. G Gadkari for the Respondents. 

CORAM : Dr. D.Y. CHANDRACHUD, J. 

25th February, 2002 
PC.: 

This Appeal from Order arose out of an order dated 
25th October, 2001 passed by the City Civil Court, 
holding that it had no jurisdiction to entertain and try the 
suit which was instituted by Air India Ltd. against the 
Air India Aircraft Engineers Association The appeal 
came up for hearing before a Learned Single Judge on 
12th December 2001 when the statement on behalf of the 
Respondents, of the Learned Counsel, was recorded to 
the effect that the Respondents do not intend to and shall 
not go on strike on the issues which are pending 
conciliation Thereafter, this Court was urgently moved 
on the basis of a Civil Application, being Civil Application 
No. 225- of 2002 since it was the grievance of the 
Appellant that notwithstanding the pendency of the 
proceedings in conciliation, precipitate action was being 
resorted to by the Association representing the Aircraft 
Engineers When the matter came up before me, I was of 
the view, prima facie, that having regard to the wider 
public interest involved, particularly the interest of the 
members of the community at large who utilize the Air 
Transport Service provided by the Appellant, it would be 
desirable that the disputing parties sit down together and 
resolve their differences. Accordingly, a suggestion was 
made to the parties that they may agree to a joint reference 
to Arbitration of a retired Judge of this Court under 
Section 10A of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947. Time 
was accordingly granted to the Learned Counsel to 
explore this possibility. 

1 The Learned Counsel appearing on behalf of the 
Appellant and for the Respondent-Union have informed 
.the Court that the matter has subsequently received the 
attention of the parties and that accordingly, the parties 
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have agreed to refer their disputes under Section 10 A of 
the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 to the arbitration of Mr. 
Justice H. Suresh, a former Judge of this Court. The 
Learned Counsel have accordingly prepared Consent 
Minutes providing for the modalities for effecting the 
reference and for consequential directions to the Central 
Government to refer the dispute to the arbitration of the 
Learned Arbitrator. The Consent Minutes of the Order 
which have been signed on behalf of the Appellant as 
well as the Respondents are taken on record and 
marked ‘X’. 

The Learned Counsel have informed the Court that 
two issues had remained to be resolved which parties 
request the Court to pass orders on, in these proceedings. 
The first issue relates to the payment of arrears on account 
of the Productivity Linked Incentive. While the Learned 
Counsel appearing on behalf of Air India Ltd. has 
submitted that this issue should also be referred to the 
arbitration of the Learned Arbitrator like other matters in 
dispute, on behalf of the Respondent-Union, it was 
submitted that the management had essentially agreed to 
pay the arrears on account of the incentive payment and 
only a formal approval of the Board of Directors is now 
required. After submissions were urged before me, it has 
now been agreed to by the Learned Counsel by consent 
of the parties that it would be open to the Respondent- 
Association, upon a reference being made to the Learned 
Arbitrator by the Central Government, to seek appropriate 
interim directions from the Learned Arbitrator, requiring 
Air India to place the matter before its Board of Directors 
for formal approval. In the event that such an interim 
application is made before the Learned Arbitrator, it is 
expected that it would be disposed of expeditiously and 
preferably within one month of the Learned Arbitrator 
entering upon the reference. However, by consent, it is 
clarified that this would not preclude the management of 
Air India Ltd. from placing the matter suo mohi before 
its Board and if it seeks to do so, this order will not 
preclude the management from doing so. 

The second issue which remained to be resolved is 
as regards the creation of Grade 34 in respect of which 
the Deshmukh Committee is presently investigating into 
the demand of the Association. Here again, it is agreed 
by consent between the parties that upon receipt of the 
report of the Deshmukh Committee, which is expected 
to be ready within a period of two months ftom today, 
the report of the Deshmukh Committee will also be placed 
before the Learned Arbitrator so that the Learned 


Arbitrator can issue necessary directions after hearing the 
parties in the course of the reference, in regard to this 
issue as well. 

The Learned Counsel appearing on behalf of the 
parties are agreed that a tentative draft of the terms of 
reference shall be made available by the Respondent- 
Union to the management of Air India Ltd. within a period 
of three days from today. The management agrees to 
respond thereto within a period of three days thereafter, 
so that an appropriate application can be made to the 
Central Government for drawing up the terms of 
reference. In the event that there is any disagreement 
between the parties about the language to be used while 
framing the terms of reference on a particular clause, it 
is agreed that the respective terms of reference proposed 
by both the parties shall be referred to arbitration so that 
the Learned Arbitrator can decide upon the entitlement 
ofthe Respondent-Union m respect of the demands which 
have been made before the management. 

By consent of the parties it is also agreed that the 
clarifications which have been issued in this order shall 
form a supplement to the Consent Minutes of the Order 
signed by the Learned Counsel which have been taken 
on record. 

Having regard to the consensual arrangement which 
has been arrived at between the parties, the Appeal from 
Order is disposed of taking the Consent Minutes of Order 
on record. No other issue has been pressed on merits. 
Accordingly, the Learned Counsel appearing on behalf 
of the Appellant prays for leave to withdraw the suit which 
has been instituted before the Trial Court. The suit is 
accordingly permitted to be withdrawn in terms of the 
settlement which has been arrived at. The Appellant will 
move the Trial Court for formal order in that regard. It is 
clarified that this Court has had no occasion to go into 
the correctness of the determination made on the merits 
of the Application under Section 9A by the City Civil 
Court in the impugned order dated 25th October 2001. 
By consent, the impugned order is quashed and set aside. 

The Appeal from Order is accordingly disposed of. 

Parties and Government to act on a copy of this 
Order and Consent Minute^ of Order duly authenticated 
by the Sheri stedar/P S AjL 'ou rt 

Certified ciof 

' D.R KAWALE, 
edar. High Court 
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